Black Lives that don’t Matter 


‘A hallmark of effective teaching is racial awareness.’ (Yale Centre For Teaching and 
Learning. In 2023, Yale had more admin staff than undergraduates, and an increasing 
number of professors specialising, not in any academic subject, but ‘diversity’ and 
‘inclusivity’. The number so employed at Michigan State University in 2023 was 142.) 


‘We must do all in our power to foster this racial awareness until it attains the same 
standard as obtained in Rome in the days of her glory.’ (Adolf Hitler, July 5, 1942, as 
recorded in Hitler’s Table Talk) 


‘A practical approach to developing racial awareness in schools.’ (Course prospectus at 
Goldsmiths College, London) 


‘The entire work of education and training must be to burn the racial sense and racial 
feeling into the instinct and the intellect, the heart and the brain of the young entrusted to 
it.’ (Adolf Hitler: Mein Kampf) 


The unlawful killing of an arrested black man, George Floyd, by four policemen in 
Minneapolis on May 25, 2020 was followed by massive street demonstrations, some of 
them violent, not only in the USA, but cities across the Western world, and the rise to 
prominence of Black Lives Matter, a movement dedicated to opposing the dominance of 
what it calls the white patriarchy. As we have seen, the killing of George Floyd also 
provided an impetus and the pretext for the promotion of critical race theory, not only at 
the highest levels of US, and to a lesser extent, UK, academe, but in schools, public 
institutions and work places. There was also not only an academic but physical assault on 
the two countries’ pasts, with attacks on statues and monuments deemed in some way 
racist. I am far from being alone in saying that in so many ways, both BLM and CRT, 
instead of offering viable solutions to the racial problems they claim to address, 
compound them, because both are based on shared false premises. Before explaining 
why, let me say this. I am not opposed to the removal from public places (to museums) 
of statues of and monuments to personages from the past whose actions, by the standards 
of today, were palpably motivated or justified by racism, such as the slave trade. But 
these gestures, because that is all they are, have had and will have no impact whatsoever 
on the quality of life of the UK’s or the USA’s ethnic minorities. 

What I do take issue with...and in this I am also far from being alone...was the 
targeting and even vandalising with graffiti of statues of those who, for all their faults 
(and who, apart from the virtue-signallers demanding their removal, was without them?) 
served better than others of their day the cause of freedom and democracy: Oliver 
Cromwell, to whom we owe the supremacy of Parliament by his defeat of the royalists in 
the English Civil War of the mid-17" century; and Winston Churchill, who far from 
being a slave trader, more than any other single individual, saved Britain from 
enslavement by the Nazis. It was for this reason that in 2002, in a field of 100 candidates, 
he was voted the Greatest Briton by BBC viewers, with just under half of the slightly 
more than a million votes cast. It is to Churchill’s opposition to the appeasement of 
Hitler when other Tories were prepared to put their class before country, and then his 
inspired and inspiring leadership in the dark and desperate days after Dunkirk, when all 
seemed, and indeed could have been lost, that Britain did not, like continental Europe, 
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suffer the humiliations and depredations of living under the heel of a racist Gestapo, 
thereby remaining a safe home for its Jews and, but for all the claims of BLM that 
Britain is a racist country, in later years, also for umpteen ethnic, religious and racial 
minorities. Yes, Churchill and Cromwell were male and white, and, we have reasonable 
grounds to assume, were also heterosexual into the bargain. But for those who value 
democracy and liberty above political correctness, the debt to them is incontestably 
beyond measure. But Black Lives Matter, who evidently had other priorities, wanted to 
have their statues removed. A boarded-up Churchill survived the BLM iconoclastic 
onslaught, unlike Ulysses Grant, the General who led the Unionist armies to victory over 
the slave states of the Confederacy, whose statue was pulled down, as police stood by, in 
San Francisco’s Golden Gate Park on June 19, 2020, together with, in Portland on 
October 10, 2020, that of Abraham Lincoln, who issued the Emancipation Decree on 
January 1, 1863, and who paid for it with his life when he was assassinated on April 15, 
1865. 

On April 19, 2021, at the very time when not only US, but western public interest was 
focused on the trial of Dereck Chauvin, who was charged with the (unintentional) 
homicide of George Floyd by using on him what were judged to be illegal methods of 
restraint following his arrest, Mario Gonzalez died in police custody in almost identical 
circumstances to those of Floyd, as had Tony Timpa on August 10, 2016. One would 
have thought that this case would have attracted not only media interest, but public 
protests. But there was neither because, as the apt saying goes, it did not ‘fit the 
narrative’, the reason being, Gonzalez’s skin, like Timpa’s, was not black. And there can 
be occasions when not only white lives do not matter when taken by the police. This 
proved to be the case in the death of a young black man, Tyre Nichols, in Memphis 
on January 10, 2023. Arrested after a traffic stop, police body camera footage 
showed him being brutally assaulted by five police officers, receiving injuries from 
which he died in hospital three days later. Just before this footage was due to be made 
public, across the USA, police and other public authorities braced themselves for 
what they expected would be a re-enactment of the outrage and rioting that followed 
the police killing of George Floyd in May 2020. They need not have bothered BLM 
Global Network contended itself with issuing a statement claiming the officers 
involved were ‘upholding white supremacy’. So there were no riots, only a handful of 
scattered protests involving at most a few hundred. Media comment was similarly and 
no less shamefully muted. Even in Tyre’s home town, Memphis, with a black 
population of more than 60%, no one stirred. And also unlike in 2020, there were no 
protests in any other country. The reason was once again, the ‘wrong narrative’, only 
this time, not because the police and their victim were both white, as with Gonzales 
and Timpa, but because they were both black. I can with some considerable degree 
of confidence predict that when the five black officers charged with the murder of 
Tyre Nichol come to trial, there will be no angry mobs demanding retribution 
outside the court house, as there was with the trial of Officer Dereck Chauvin when he 
stood trial for the murder and manslaughter of George Floyd. 

The kind and level of global international solidarity mounted for George Floyd was 
also in short supply in the wake of another killing, this time not unintentionally of a 
criminal suspect illegally resisting arrest by the police, but a targeted assassination of a 
French school teacher for doing his job. On October 16, 2020, Samuel Paty was 
murdered and decapitated as per the Koran, chapter 8, verse 12, by a Muslim for 
showing a cartoon of Mohammed to a class on freedom of expression. At a ceremony 
conducted by President Macron, Paty was posthumously awarded his country’s highest 


4 


tribute, the Légion d’Honneur. Millions took to the streets of France to protest his 
ritualistic murder and to defend their country’s secular traditions and constitution. The 
USA also has a secular constitution, and its First Amendment protects the same freedom 
of expression that Paty was murdered for teaching. But no one in the US stirred, any 
more than did anyone else outside of France. No politicians condemned Paty’s murder. It 
was as if it had never happened, because here we not only had another ‘wrong narrative, 
but fear that that an official public show of outrage at a murder so obviously inspired by 
the religion of peace could easily give offense to those who shared it. Had Paty been a 
black small-time career criminal wrongfully killed by a police officer after resisting 
arrest, the world’s righteous would have erupted onto the streets. But he wasn’t, 
so...silence. 

Then we have the double standards, coupled with monumental political ignorance, 
opportunism and posturing, on the part of Patrisse Cullors, BLM’s sole remaining leader 
until her resignation in May 2021. She had said she was a ‘trained Marxist’, even though 
the movement she has spawned was devoted almost exclusively to racial issues rather 
than those of class. Hardly surprising, given those she cited as responsible for her 
‘training’, among them the white middle class urban terrorist Weathermen, the Black 
Panthers (‘The revolution has come, it’s time to pick up the gun. Off the pigs.!’); the 
native American movement; the ‘Young Lords’, a Chicago ‘turf war’ group; the ‘Brown 
Berets’, another Latino outfit from the same city, and ‘the great revolutionary rainbow 
experiments [sic] of the 1970s’. As one would expect, with such a parochial, nationalist 
and ethnic rather than class background, when it came to the history and traditions of the 
international workers’ movement, she proved herself to be a total ignoramus. Otherwise, 
she would have either never allowed her followers to pull down the statue of Lincoln or, 
assuming that she did, should have instructed her comrades in the UK to mete out the 
same treatment to a certain famous (or notorious) monument in London’s Highgate 
cemetery. Because if she was what she claimed to be, Cullors would have known that 
Marx and Lincoln were on the friendliest of terms. It was Marx who, in his capacity as 
Secretary of the International Workingmens’ Association, wrote to Lincoln to 
congratulate him on his re-election as President in 1864, and it was Lincoln who, through 
his London ambassador Charles Adams, sent his thanks to Marx and his ‘sincere and 
anxious desire that he may be able to prove himself not unworthy of the confidence 
which has recently been extended to him by his fellow citizens and by so many friends of 
humanity and progress throughout the world.’ 

So, Lincoln regarded Marx as a ‘friend’. And indeed he should have done, because it 
was thanks to Marx that the voices of the recognized leaders of the (entirely white and 
largely male) European working class were raised in solidarity and brotherhood with the 
victims of American slavery. In Marx’s own words, ‘from the commencement of the 
titanic American strife, the workingmen [sic] of Europe felt instinctively that the star- 
spangled banner carried the destinies of their class.’ These were no idle platitudes. At 
great personal sacrifice, to a man and woman, for the entire duration of the civil war, the 
(white, let us again remined the exponents of critical race theory) textile workers of 
Lancashire refused to touch raw cotton imported from the slave states of the south. The 
tradition lived on, even in the depths of the depression of the 1930s. When, in 1931, 
Mahatma Gandhi visited Lancashire during a stay in England, he was given a tumultuous 
reception at Darwen’s railway station by 4,000 women textile workers, the very same 
workers whose jobs were being threatened not only by the slump, but by Gandhi’s 
policy of boycotting cotton products made in England. Systemic racism? 


I would not be in the least surprised to learn that neither BLM founder Cullors nor 
any of her collaborators had any knowledge either of these exemplary acts of 
international solidarity, or of the movement founded by Marx, and, even less likely, of 
its founding principle, that ‘the emancipation of the working classes must be conquered 
by the working classes themselves’. I say this, because for want of a better term, her 
leadership style had a distinctly elitist flavour. Until her resignation, she was sole leader 
of BLM, answerable to no-once since its two other co-founders departed in 2020, leaving 
her in control of its assets, valued at $90 million in 2021, but believed to be much larger. 
No-one knew for sure, because BLM did not issue financial statements, just as it didn’t 
elect its leaders(s) or hold annual conferences to decide policy. Everything, especially the 
cash, was in the sole hands of Cullors, a state of affairs that led to protests by ten of 
BLM’s US chapters, who in a joint statement claimed that none of them had received a 
dime from Cullors since their founding in 2016. Cullors’ life style was also distinctly at 
odds with three of BLM’s main objectives, which were to abolish the police, capitalism 
and the nuclear family. As of 2022, she was worth $5 million. Cullors lived with her 
partner, Janaya Khan, and their two children, and owned four up-market properties in 
fashionable, nearly all-white locations, three in Los Angeles and the other in Atlanta, 
Georgia. One had a swimming pool, and a runway and hanger for a private plane. In 
April 2021, she was reported to be checking out a fifth property in the Bahamas which, if 
purchased, would have made her a neighbor of Justin Timberlake and Tiger Woods. 
When she received death threats after the news broke of her bourgeoning property 
portfolio, she asked and was given round the clock police protection. Don’t do as I do... 

Shortly after the story of her property acquisitions broke, Cullors announced her 
resignation from BLM to focus, she said, on her projected second book, An Abolitionists 
Handbook, and on her new media career with Warner Brothers. (Warner Brothers 
secretly cancelled the contract when she failed to produce any content.) Her departure 
left several questions unanswered as to the size and whereabouts of BLM’s assets, not 
least because of the lack of any proper auditing, and the complex multi-tiered structure of 
BLM. According to William Cunningham, writing in the black-oriented business journal 
Black Enterprise, dated June 20, 2020, US corporations had pledged $1.678 billion to 
BLM and its various causes. It was impossible, for the reasons stated, to discover to what 
extent these pledges were made good. What was known was that precious little found its 
way down to the grass roots of the movement, a scandal that led to the resignation of 
several high-profile activists and denunciations of Cullors by long-standing black critics 
of the movement. 

More outrage exploded when in April 2022, it was revealed that in October 2020, 
with cash pouring in to BLM coffers on the back of the killing of George Floyd, Cullors, 
together with the other two founders of BLM, Alicia Garza and Melina Abdullah, had 
secretly purchased with BLM funds, via a third party, a $6 million, 6,500 square foot, 
seven bedroom, seven bathroom plus swimming pool South California mansion for their 
own exclusive private use. Let me engage in a little speculation...an appropriate word 
for its subject matter. While it has served the purpose of its rightist critics to leave 
unexplored the authenticity of BLM’s claim to be a leftist, even Marxist movement, let 
us for a moment be charitable, and grant the possibility, however remote, that she has at 
least waded her way through the first few chapters of Volume One of Marx’s magnum 
opus, Das Kapital, in which he examines the process of capitalist production and 
accumulation. He expresses this in a simple formula: The first cycle begins, Money (M) 
invested in Capital (C), realising more Money (M1); then the next, M 1, C 1, M 2 and so 
on. Cullors’ property portfolio, purchased with M, represents stage 2 of the first cycle, 
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Capital. If it increases in market value, highly likely given its exclusive, predominately 
white, low crime locations, it can then be sold for more than she paid for it, stage three, 
M1, and so on. As the saying goes, you speculate to accumulate. Goodbye George 
...thanks for the ride. 

On February 18, 2020, reports appeared in the media that Amazon had suspended 
from its charity platform Black Lives Matter Global Network Foundation, the holding 
company that Cullors used to collect and control all BLM funds. The decision followed 
California’s Department of Justice decision to hold the leaders of BLM personally 
responsible for the Foundation’s missing financial records (assuming that they existed in 
the first place). Riding on the back of the killing of George Floyd, by the end of 2020, 
BLM was awash with donations from big corporations, registering itself as a charity in 
December of that year. Since then, it has failed to provide tax returns. (Its 2019 filing 
was from a non-existent address.) Following the resignation of Cullors, BLM’s three 
founders were no longer officially connected with the movement, while the Washington 
Examiner stated that no-one connected with BLM knew who was currently running it or 
who was managing BLM’s assets. Just as Trever Phillips said, BLM is ‘a scam’. 

Like many Wall Street-quoted corporations, Amazon had done its utmost to promote 
US capitalism’s woke agenda. At the same time that it was illegally allowing BLM to 
violate its own charity regulations, Amazon had responded to accusations that the camera 
(that is, not just its own cameras, but the camera per se) was racist (I will also repeat that, 
*that the camera was racist’) by, and I quote ‘working to re-work the algorithms and 
tweak the training data that power the Pixel camera in order to more accurately and 
brilliantly capture people of colour.’ Fittingly, Amazon termed the project ‘Image 
Equity’...pure wokespeak. And not a moment too soon. Already a series of articles had 
been published, exposing camera racism, starting with the New York Times (where else?) 
in April 2019 (‘The Racial Bias Built into Photography’), then The Atlantic in January 
2020 (‘Digital Cameras Still [sic] Racist’), the Calgary Journal in February 2020 (‘Time 
for a new lens: The hidden racism behind photography’) and [lumination in July 2021 
(‘Is Your Camera Racist?’). The (often simulated) anti-racist zeal unleashed by the 
illegal killing of George Floyd led to the unmasking of camera racism in more than just 
conventional commercial models: The on-line Streetsblog found that ‘speed cameras are 
racist’, (one has to assume by being able to detect the skin colour, even at night, of 
whoever was at the wheel) while an article in Time asked ‘Are Face-detection Cameras 
Racist?’, the answer being a resounding yes. So well done, Amazon. By at least making 
your cameras as you say ‘less racist’, you have gone some way towards atoning for what 
some would judge as your institutionally racist treatment of BLM by requiring that the 
movement should conform to tax laws devised by white men purely for the benefit of 
white men. 

For all her ‘Marxism’, multi-millionairess Cullors’ and her movement’s world was 
not that of the working class, of the trade unions and parties it has created over the best 
part of two centuries to advance its own interests, but one of race war against a ‘white 
patriarchy’, the vast majority of whom do not enjoy the privileges and share the political 
power of the world’s super rich, whatever their skin colour but, like the majority of the 
world’s other races, earn their living by working for them. It would be an interesting 
exercise to see just how many (or rather, as I suspect, how few) BLM activists in the UK 
and the USA belonged to a trade union. In the UK, there were however two political 
parties claiming to represent Black Lives Matter. Both intended to stand candidates on 
platforms corresponding to the policies of BLM UK. Insofar as they succeeded in 


attracting support from the UK’s ethnic minorities, it would have been largely to the 
detriment of the Labour Party and the advantage of the Conservatives. 

Ironically, when it came to Marx’s forté, BLM were no better informed of the 
economics of the 21st century than they were of the politics of the nineteenth. As the 
saying goes, money talks, and a huge and ever-increasing share of it is speaking an 
Asian, not any Indo-European tongue. So much so, that just as Marx predicted and 
welcomed in his Communist Manifesto of 1848, the process of globalization (opposed, 
like much else, by far right and left alike, with their reactionary, populist dystopias of 
either capitalism or socialism in one country - vide my comments on the Trump-Corbyn 
convergence) has created a single world market and economic system. As such, it is one 
in which today, white workers increasingly are employed and, as Cullors, the ‘trained 
Marxist’, would surely agree, exploited, by non-white employers and investors, just as is 
the case with the reverse. A few miles from where I live is an example of the former, the 
UK’s largest steel plant, at Port Talbot, South Wales. Due to the ethnic composition of 
the region, its work force is overwhelmingly ‘white’, while its owners, the Indian multi- 
billionaire Tata family, are not. This is an inevitable and increasingly prevalent 
consequence of the spread of capitalism from west to east and from north to south, a 
process which embraces all sectors of the world economy from mining, energy, basic 
industry and agriculture to manufacture, transport, high-tech communications and 
finance. 

Another result of this process of globalization is the increasing irrelevance of the 
parochial view of politics and society shared by critical race theory and its wokista 
practitioners, in the first place, Black Lives Matter. To take but one example of scores, if 
not hundreds. The Bombay-based Tata group, two thirds of whose operations are located 
overseas in more than a hundred countries, employs world-wide a multi-racial work 
force of 750,000, a typical multinational conglomerate, with a revenue in 2020 of $106 
billion. According to ‘critical race theory’, by virtue of their genes, the vast majority of 
the work force, not only at Port Talbot but other Tata steel plants on the European 
continent, where it numbers 20,000, is enjoying all the privileges of the white patriarchy, 
unlike their racially disadvantaged billionaire employers. Closer to my home, in fact just 
outside my front door, once a week, at the crack of dawn, come rain, shine and Covid19, 
a team comprised entirely of members of the white patriarchy collect my bagged up- 
garbage. I must ask them two questions: do they agree with critical race theory and, if 
they do, how does it feel to be ruling the world. 

But victimhood can have its compensations. While the average wage rate at Tata UK 
for the year 2020 was £31,870, and for UK refuse collectors, £17,172, (both before tax), 
in the same year, the fortune of Ratan Tata, the owner of Tata UK, was valued at $1 
billion. To put this in perspective, he was not even remotely sufficiently wealthy to be 
listed in Forbes’ top ten richest Indians, with at number one, Mukesh Ambani (petro- 
chemicals, oil and gas), $36.8 billion. Ratan Tata came in at number 61. Heading 
‘Communist’ China’s richest capitalists was Mua Huateng, with $59.95 billion, the ninth 
richest man in the world. Saudi Arabia’s Prince Alwaleed bin Talal was worth $18.7 
billion, United Arab Emirates’ Majid Al Futtaim $10.94, Indonesia’s two Hartono 
brothers, a combined $26.2 million, South Korea’s Lee Kun-hee, $17.3 billion, 
Malaysia’s Robert Kuok, $11.5 billion, Charoen Sirivadhanabhakdi, Thailand, $20 
billion, Singapore’s Lee Ziting, $17.8 billion, Japan’s Tadashi Yani $22.3 billion, and 
Jeremy’s ‘friends’, Hamas chiefs Khaled Mashal, $2.6 billion, and Masu Abu Marzook, 
between $2 and $3 billion. A case of a great deal for the very few, and very little left for 
the many. 


Of the 45 richest people in the world, nine are Chinese. The UK, the world’s first 
capitalist country and industrial power, is represented by one, the Jndian-born and 
Bombay-based N.J. Hinduja. We are assured by critical race theory that only whites are 
and can be racist, because racism is about power, and whites have all the power. Tell that 
to those I have listed above. They will reply that power is not about race, but about 
wealth, which has no colour and which today, knows no borders. I find it both instructive 
and amusing, that billionaires can give a lesson in Marxism to so-called ‘cultural 
Marxists’. 

To return to the point where we began...Lincoln’s statue. Let us leave the last word on 
this instructive episode to Martin Luther King, who had a foot, so to speak, in the camps 
of the two friends. Of Marx, King said though he rejected his materialism, he like Marx 
saw as morally wrong the ‘gulf between superfluous wealth and abject poverty’ that 
existed in capitalist societies. As for Lincoln, King called him a ‘great American in 
whose symbolic shadow we stand’, and would have been horrified that his statue could 
have been pulled down simply because his views on racial matters, though more 
enlightened than most, were of his time and place. Of the relations between the two 
contemporary champions of exploited labour, King said that Lincoln not only ‘welcomed 
the support of Karl Marx during the civil war’, but also ‘corresponded with him freely.’ 
But then who is King, the advocate of that most insidious of all forms of racism, ‘colour 
blindness’, with his humanist nostrums about judging a person by their character and not 
their skin? So down came Lincoln, emancipator of the slaves, and the General who 
defeated their masters. The indiscriminate nature of the iconoclastic orgy was such that 
when the Rochester, New York, statue of Frederick Douglass, the pioneer black 
abolitionist, was pulled down on April 3, 2022, the 156" anniversary of one of his most 
famous speeches, commentators were left puzzling as to the motive of those who had 
done it, because it could just as easily have been the work of anti-white racists of the 
BLM left as anti-black racists of the far right. Was Douglass a coon for collaborating, 
albeit critically, with the paternalist Lincoln, or an uppity nigger threatening the rule of 
the white man? 

It was for lunacies such as these that Black Lives Matter was seen by some 
commentators as Trump’s not so secret weapon in his bid to retain the Presidency. (The 
BLM vandalising of war memorials to those who died fighting Hitler’s racist Reich led 
to the UK government, with post-Corbyn Labour support, proposing a ten-year prison 
sentence for this crime.) Not being white is no insurance against such acts, as the citizens 
of Leicester, many of them of Indian origin, discovered, when their city’s statue of the 
non-violent anti-imperialist campaigner Gandhi was defaced, absurdly, with the legend, 
‘fascist’. No less absurd in its own ecclesiastical way was the (post-Floyd of course) 
announcement by Justin Welby in his capacity as Archbishop of Canterbury that the 
depiction of Jesus as a white man was under review, a classic case of when a juggernaut 
starts rolling towards you, the best tactic is to get behind it and start pushing. Amongst 
those joining Welby in this obscene stampede to avert fabricated accusations of racism 
were the managements of the British Museum, the British Library, the BBC, Amnesty 
International, departing, as it had in the Middle East, from its original brief of defending 
Prisoners of Conscience, the Football Association, Argos and Sainsbury, with their 
racially segregated ‘safe spaces’ for black employees, and the cadet branch of the House 
of Windsor. In the USA, after the killing of George Floyd, BLM gained enormous 
financial traction, adding to its $100 million grant from the Ford Foundation a portfolio 
of endorsements from dozens of Wall Street-quoted companies and a promotional 
contract with Warner Brothers. Amongst ‘progressives’, expressing dissent from the 
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BLM and CRT agendas was something best confined to family and closest of friends. As 
for Welby, like many of his calling, not being cut of the same cloth as the early Christian 
martyrs, he, along with an entire army of equally spineless politicians, celebrities and 
media people, started pushing the BLM juggernaut. Going round the world, he said, 
‘you go into churches and you don’t see a white Jesus. You see a black Jesus, a Chinese 
Jesus, a Middle Eastern [sic!] Jesus - which is of course the most accurate - you see a 
Fijian Jesus.’ Albeit without intending to, he was acknowledging what has been known 
from the days of the ancient Greeks and Romans, that man makes god or gods in his own 
image, and not the reverse. That however is not the issue. If Chinese, black African or 
Fijian Christians can make Jesus in their (wrong) image - and good luck to them - why 
should not white Christians in theirs? How is that racist? My main problem, however, is 
this: Why did he not, instead of ‘a Middle Eastern Jesus’, say ‘you see a Jewish Jesus, 
which is totally accurate.’? ‘Middle Eastern’ could just as easily be Arab, Kurd, 
Palestinian, Persian, Bedouin, Assyrian, Arminian, Maronite, Turkmen, Circassian, or 
any number of other Middle Eastern ethnic groups. Could it be that the Primate 
entertained the expectation that a de-whitened, ‘Middle Eastern’ Jesus would resonate 
better with Black Lives Matter’s well-advertised anti-Zionism? In view of the furore 
it caused, he must have surely been aware of the posting on the BLM’s website of 
June 28, 2020, a matter of days after the murder of George Floyd, which claimed, with 
more than hint of Jewish conspiracy theory, that ‘mainstream British politics is gagged 
of the right to criticise Zionism’(even though in his four years of leadership of the 
Labour Party, as in his previous thirty as a backbencher, there were times when Corbyn 
had done little else) and that the movement (like its US counterpart) stood ‘loudly and 
clearly with our Palestinian comrades [sic]’, in stark contrast it must be said to its 
calculated, cowardly and cynical failure to condemn ‘loudly and clearly’ the black slave 
markets of Libya. But then again, did not Islam convert Jonathan Brown assure his 
University of Georgetown audience that as long as the owner was a Muslim (as was the 
case in Libya) ‘it is not immoral for one human to own another’? 

If BLM were to follow Welby’s example by embracing a de-whitened Jesus as 
‘Middle Eastern’, or better still, as did Arafat, as an anti-Zionist Palestinian, I would 
suggest they first consult Welby’s own holy book, written entirely by and about Jews, 
and the only source we have about the politics of Jesus, which, if in any way true, 
were, like Trotsky’s in his last years, Zionist and, as we have seen in the Acts of the 
Apostles, like Trotsky’s, also communist. They are both a politics that offers little if 
any comfort to either the far left or right respectively. 

First, setting the scene, we have the promise made by Jehovah to King David, in 
Samuel I: ‘I will appoint a place for my people Israel, and will plant for them that they 
may dwell in a place of their own and move no more.’ (Verse 10) Samuel continues: 
‘And when thy [that is, David’s] days be fulfilled and thou shall sleep with thy fathers, I 
will set up thy seed after thee, which shall proceed out of thy bowels, and I will establish 
his kingdom.’ (12) Thus we have the Zionist agenda, clear and unequivocal. The New 
Testament tells us that Jesus was born a Jew, a descendent of the ‘bowels’ of King 
David (through Joseph be it noted, in Mathew 1: 16 and Luke 3:23, not Mary, 
about whose ancestors we are told nothing); born ‘of the House of David’ ( Luke 1:27); 
‘made of the seed of David’, (Paul, Romans 1: 3 and Mathew 1:1 ); was called and 
addressed both as king and rabbi, as in John, 1: 49: ‘Nathan answered and said 
unto him [Jesus]: “Rabbi, though art the King of Israel’ (my emphasis); preached only 
to Jews (Mathew 10:5-6); preached in synagogues (Mathew 13:54, Mark 1:21-22,39, ) 
and the Jerusalem temple (Mathew 21: 12-15); was hailed, mocked or described as king 
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of the Jews (Mathew 27:11,37, Mark 11:9-10, 15:9, John 19:19) and was arrested, 
‘scourged’ and executed by Pontius Pilate for plotting a Jewish rebellion to liberate Israel 
from Roman rule (Luke 22:35-38, 23:2-3,5,12, John 19:1); and, finally, in Luke 1:68-74: 
‘Blessed be the Lord God of Israel; for he hath visited and redeemed his people’ and 
’raised up a horn of salvation for us in the servant of the House of David’ (again), that 
‘we should be saved from our enemies, and from all that hate us’, ‘that we be delivered 
out of the hand of our enemies.’ (Then, the legions of Caesar, today, of Allah) The Jesus 
we see here, a rabbi and heir to the throne of Israel, is hardly likely to endear himself to 
the anti-Zionists of Black Lives Matter. So, let’s just say instead of being an Israeli Jew, 
Jesus was ‘Middle Eastern’ or, even better, after the name the Romans gave to Israel 
when they conquered it, a Palestinian, thereby rendering him eligible for posthumous 
membership of one of today’s Jihadi movements dedicated to the conquest of the land of 
his birth and the extermination of all its Jewish inhabitants. I joke not. Did not the Jew- 
killing PLO Chairman Arafat once famously say that ‘Jesus was the first Palestinian 
fedayeen militant who carried his sword along the path on which the Palestinians today 
carry their cross [sic].’? 

Britain, we have been told over and again by Black Lives Matter, and by others who, 
because of their occupation or public profile, dare not say otherwise, is a racist society. 
We should be careful about making such an allegation without making clear what is 
meant by it. No-one would deny that there are British people, not all of them white, who 
harbour, exhibit and act upon prejudices they hold against members of other races. But 
does this indisputable fact alone render Britain a racist society? By way of an analogy, 
there are, no less indisputably, paedophiles who prey on and sexually abuse children, and 
men who beat and even murder their female partners. But does this alone render Britain 
a paedophiliac or misogynistic society? In both cases it is surely, at least in part, a 
question of the extent of their prevalence, and whether, for want of a better term, the 
balance of ‘public opinion’ approves of or condemns, and the law tolerates or punishes 
the behaviour in question. 

Let us grant for the moment at least that Britain’s is, as BLM claims, a racist society, 
that racist behaviour, however it is defined, is the norm. (I give my definition below.) If 
that is indeed the case, it would leave circumstances like the following to be accounted 
for. The Jay and Casey reports into Rotherham’s Muslim rape gangs both attributed the 
failure to report and prevent their activities to fear of accusations of racism, together 
with all the attendant negative professional, legal and social consequences for the public 
officials involved. The same explanation has also been found to account for identical 
behaviour in numerous other locations in the UK where Muslim rape gangs operated 
with impunity. If racism is as prevalent in society as some would have us believe, that it 
is, so to speak, ‘institutional’, ‘systemic’ or the ‘default position’, then firstly, why in that 
case would a charge of racism instil such fear, and secondly, and this is my main point, a 
fear so all-pervading and profound, that over a period of at least three decades, it led tens 
of thousands of otherwise mostly decent and conscientious public officials, not just in 
Rotherham, but in dozens of town and cities across England, to ignore, permit, deny, 
condone and even facilitate rather than report and prevent the organised rape of white 
working class children, a trade often conducted quite openly, and on what the Jay report 
describes as an ‘industrial scale’? 

Surely, given that the UK is as racist as some claim and, as was indeed the case, that 
nearly all the victims of this ‘industry’ were white, and nearly all the paedophile rapists 
were, to use the official euphemism, of ‘Pakistani heritage’, here was an opportunity for 
white racists with the power to do so to quite legally give the hated ‘Pakis’ the treatment 
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they deserved. But, as we now know, the exact opposite happened, because, far from 
being racist, the default position, certainly in all sectors of public life, was then and 
remains, as Casey puts it, a ‘right on’ anti-racism carried to a ludicrous and indeed 
possibly criminal degree. The Jay Report relates that when two fathers tracked their 
daughters to ‘safe houses’ where they were being gang raped, after calling the police, 
they, and not the rapists, were arrested, as was a girl being gang raped for being ‘drunk 
and disorderly’. Girls who reported their abuse to the police, one with fresh blood stains 
on the crotch of her jeans, were told not to make trouble and turned away, as were their 
parents. A police officer who requested permission to continue investigating gang rape 
was told by his superior officer that if he persisted in his inquiries, he would be relegated 
to traffic duties. Were these police officers, and hundreds like them, presented as they 
repeatedly were in such cases with an opportunity to quite legally give effect to their 
supposedly racist prejudices, doing so, or were they rather concerned above else to 
demonstrate to their superiors that they harboured none? 

They acted as did thousands of other public officials, covering up and even abetting 
the gang rape of children...as we have seen, social workers were especially guilty in this 
respect...because in addition to fearing accusations of a racially-motivated ‘over- 
policing’ of Muslims by amongst others, Muslim-vote seeking local Labour politicians, 
they thought that to act otherwise, that is to enforce the law on rape and under-age sex, 
could undermine so-called ‘community cohesion’, whose preservation they believed 
required turning a blind eye to sexual crime within the ‘Muslim community’. And of 
course, there was pressure ‘from the top’ so to speak, one example, perhaps the most 
notorious, being the already-cited letter sent by the Home Office in 2008 to all police 
authorities in England and Wales ordering them not to take action against Muslim rape 
gangs because the children they were raping ‘had made an informed choice about their 
sexual behaviour’. The Casey report provides statistical evidence strongly suggesting 
that similar directives were in operation long before this instruction was issued. If white 
gangs had been raping Pakistani girls on the same ‘industrial scale’ and with same 
connivance of public authorities, this for sure would have been seen as proof of 
‘institutional and systemic’ racism, and rightly so. But the reverse is just as clear 
evidence of the consequences of a misguided, and even criminal ‘institutional anti- 
racism.’ 

For all this, let me say it again. Of course, the UK has its racists, though until proved 
otherwise, whatever their number might be, I do not believe it is increasing. In fact, there 
are grounds for believing that apart from an increasing anti-Semitism, about and against 
which, given its official anti-Zionist stance and antecedents in Farrakhan’s anti-Jewish 
Nation of Islam, Black Lives Matter has nothing to say, (and in the USA, did nothing to 
prevent Nazi-style attacks on synagogues and looting of Jewish-owned stores by black 
demonstrators) the trend is in the opposite direction, especially among the young, 
whatever the anti-racist industry might assert to the contrary. Understandably so, since 
nobody likes to be out of a job. 

In addition to BLM’s accommodation, to use no stronger word, with anti-Semitism, 
no less to be deplored is that despite their exposure by a CNN documentary in 2017, the 
Muslim-operated slave markets of Libya have thus far escaped condemnation by a 
movement seemingly more concerned with the obliteration of all traces of those 
responsible for the white (but not Arab) slave trade of centuries past than the 
enslavement of black Africans today. According to the Global Slavery Index, as of 2020, 
there were 9.2 million slaves in Africa, all of them black. Could this be because those 
conducting and profiting from the slave markets of Libya were not long-dead wealthy 
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white Christians, but very much alive and wealthy Arab Muslims, an indifference to 
certain black lives analogous to the refusal of BLM both in the USA and the UK to 
deplore the fact that young black men are being killed by young black men on the streets 
of London and cities across the USA on a scale that dwarfs that of black victims of 
unlawful white police violence. (See below) Both are met with the same silence as the 
Sharia left’s ignoring that the vast majority of Muslims who have met a violent end over 
the last four decades have been killed, not by ‘western imperialism’ or the ‘Zionist 
entity’, but by either an eastern, Slav, Orthodox, imperialism, as in Bosnia, Syria, 
Afghanistan and Chechnya or by fellow Muslims. 

Having endorsed in its 2016 policy statement the lying allegation of the 2002 Cairo 
Declaration, signed by Corbyn, that Israel was guilty of simultaneously committing 
‘genocide’ against and imposing ‘apartheid’ on the Palestinians, it was only to be 
expected that BLM would exploit the murder of George Floyd to ramp up its anti-Israel 
rhetoric. Addressing a BLM demonstration of 1,000 at Oriel College Oxford on June 12, 
2020, held to demand the removal of a statue of Cecil Rhodes, the speaker said to cheers, 
‘Oxford University, like many others, invests in Israeli apartheid’, while ‘the American 
police are trained by the Israeli oppressor army.’ This was pure Corbynism, which 
perhaps explains why this lie was first put into circulation by the Morning Star, with its 
front-page headline of June 1, ‘Minnesota cops “trained by Israeli forces in restraint 
techniques”’, and then recycled by defeated Corbynista Labour leadership candidate 
Rebecca Long-Bailey. On June 27, 2020, perhaps momentarily forgetting that her 
beloved Comrade Ten out of Ten was no longer her boss, she tweeted that actress 
Maxine Peake was an ‘absolute diamond’ for her interview in the Independent in which 
she had made the same false claim (subsequently demolished by Channel 4 News and 
then later withdrawn by Peake, Long-Bailey and the Independent, but not the Morning 
Star or BLM) that kneeling on the neck ‘was learned [by US police] from seminars with 
Israeli secret services.” How come so many anti-Semites have privileged access to 
Israel’s ‘secrets’? That same day, to a synchronised chorus of protests by Momentum 
and Corbynista councillors and MPs, Labour Leader Kier Starmer sacked Long-Bailey 
from her post as shadow Education Secretary for posting and then refusing to 
immediately take down a tweet sharing an article which ‘contained an anti-Semitic 
conspiracy theory’. There was no subsequent retraction however after another posting 
in the US made the same allegation. It was yet another instance of far right-far left 
convergence, being one by the Michigan-based Neo-Nazi and Protocols-promoting 
Nannette White: ‘Everything evil and destructive happening is their [i.e., the Jews’] 
handiwork’, specifically, that ‘Minn cops [are] trained by Israeli police, who often use 
knee-on-neck restraint’. 

Meanwhile, the anti-Israeli action had moved to Paris, where BLM demonstrators 
waved PLO flags and carried anti-Israeli posters, one of which read: ‘Enough of Israel’s 
Massacres’ and another, ‘Israel, the laboratory for police violence’. ‘Anti-racists’ 
supposedly protesting against the killing of George Floyd chanted ‘dirty Jews’ and 
‘Jewish whores’. Back in the UK the previous day, two young black men were shot dead 
at an illegal rave in Moss Side, Manchester, followed, on June 18, by the drive-by 
shooting to death of another black man, a father of two, in Cheam, London. The ethnic 
identity of their killers was not known (though we can guess). But one thing was certain. 
They were not killed by white policemen. So, as in the USA, none of these killings 
elicited any comment, let alone condemnation, from Black Lives Matter. 

Neither did two massacres of black Africans by Islamic State affiliates. In the first, in 
Mozambique on November 6, 2020, the victims, totalling more than 50, were decapitated 
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on a football pitch to cries of ‘Allah is the Greatest’, followed by the abduction of a 
number of women. The second massacre occurred in northern Nigeria on the 28th of the 
same month, the victims, farm workers, numbering at least 110. Like the slave auctions 
in Libya, these atrocities passed BLM UK by, perhaps because it had a more important 
issue on its anti-racist plate...the proposal by Labour councillors in Newham to change 
the name of the Maryland train station in east London because of its supposed links to 
the slavery once practiced in the US state of the same name. Supposed, because in an 
essay on the subject of place names, it turned out that retired professor Ged Martin had 
traced the station’s name back to the Old English word for boundary, ‘maere’. 

In another similar fool’s errand, staff at the British Library were set to work, at tax- 
payers expense, tracing the antecedents of 300 famous Britons to see if they were 
connected in any way with slavery and colonialism. Three literary names they came up 
with were Lord Byron, Oscar Wilde and George Orwell...all men of the Left, avowed 
enemies of the British establishment, and not connected in any way with either slavery or 
colonialism. Byron spoke up in parliament for Catholic emancipation and the Luddites, 
supported Napoleon at the battle of Waterloo and died while helping the Greeks in their 
war of liberation against the Turks. Socialist and gay Oscar Wilde was an Irish subject of 
the British empire, while Orwell’s political radicalism was born of his disgust at the 
treatment of the Burmese while serving in the colony’s police force. So what was the 
point of this exercise, unless one subscribes to the Biblical ‘lapsarian’ doctrine of 
inherited sin which, ironically, many of the once secular far left now do, the sin in 
question being born white, male and heterosexual. 

The senior management of the British Library did indeed endorse lapsarian guilt, 
because in accordance with this doctrine, it initially claimed that an antecedent of the 
poet Ted Hughes, a certain Nicholas Ferrar, born in 1592, was involved in the 
colonisation of Virginia. This allegation (for what it was worth) not only proved to be 
false, because Ferrar died childless, but a slander, Farrar being the author of a pamphlet 
attacking slavery. It requires only the most basic of maths and a modicum of historical 
knowledge to demonstrate how ill-informed and mendacious is this exercise in BLM- 
inspired hereditary McCarthyism. Let us assume that the current generational gap is 25 
years. I will hold this constant as we go back in time, even though it will in reality 
contract as increasingly, parents have children at a younger age. If I take the (white) 
British Library staff engaged on this enterprise or, better still, those of the (white) library 
management who devised and authorised it, each of them will have two parents, four 
grandparents and so on, doubling at each generation every 25 years. So we have, 
working back from 2020 in 25 year intervals to the time when the non-ancestor of Ted 
Hughes was engaged (allegedly) in colonialism, the following (maximum) accumulation 
of directly related ancestors of one young adult living today: 2, 4, 8, 16, 32, 64, 128, 56, 
512, 1024, (this takes us back to the year 1805) 2048, 4095, 8192, 16,334, (now to 1705) 
32,384, 65,536, 65,536, 131,072 and finally, 262,144 in the year 1605, when the 
population of England was around a tenth of the 65 million it is now. Who would 
exclude, not just the possibility, but approaching the certainty, that among anything like 
that number of ancestors, there were none connected with the slave trade? 

Working forward in time from 1605, and assuming one slave trader has two children, 
as do all their descendants (again, a conservative projection because, until recently, the 
birth rate was above this number) we get the same progression; that is, just one slave 
trader will have by the year 2020 passed on his genetic iniquities to 262,144 young 
adults. It has been estimated that at its peak in the 18th century, around 2% of the British 
population (say of around ten million) were engaged in the slave business. So even if 
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only a small number of that 2% passed on an unbroken line of descendants, doubling 
with each generation, hypothetically, their number alive today would exceed that of the 
UK’s current population. In reality, this is of course impossible. They will have been 
interbreeding over time both with an increasing number of other descendants of slavers 
and a diminishing number of those who were not. 

Some anti-racist purists might well argue that except for a minority who are the 
product of inter-racial marriages and liaisons, (which in the UK currently number 
around one million, and, the more they increase, the better, not least, because it will put 
out of business the race warriors of right and left) all of today’s descendants of slave 
traders in the UK will be white. Not so. Given that every human society has practiced 
slavery going back, not just to 400 years ago, as in North America by European 
colonists, but at least to the dawn of recorded history 6,000 years ago, it is a statistical 
certainty that, irrespective of their ethnic identity, not just the staff of the British Library 
but the current population of the UK and indeed the entire world, will have ancestors 
who were both slave owners and slaves, a fact that renders the notion and practical 
implementation of ‘restitution’ a nonsense...unless, that is, as seems to be the intention, 
it only applies to the descendants of white owners of black slaves and, not, as in two of 
many examples, to those of Muslim traders in white Christian slaves (the so-called 
‘Barbary’ trade), or of black African owners of fellow black Africans, as was the case 
long before the European slavers arrived on the scene, and long after they departed it. I 
wonder how many students of ‘Black History’ are taught that after Britain’s white 
patriarchal Parliament abolished the slave trade in 1807 (more than two centuries on, and 
it is still flourishing in Africa) the Royal Navy established a squadron of warships, 
eventually comprising one sixth of its entire fleet, to suppress the slave trade along the 
coast of west Africa? All told, 1,600 slave ships were intercepted, and 150,000 slaves 
liberated. Someone should tell the BBC wokistas who, to appease Black Lives Matter, 
unsuccessfully tried to ban a certain composition traditionally performed at the last night 
of the Proms, that England was only able to free the slaves because Britannia ruled the 
waves. Such facts however count for nothing. Whites are born and stay in sin. The best 
they can do is to confess it and as with all religions, hope for forgiveness. 

And indeed, with this worthy goal worthy in mind, (white, naturally) Parliamentary 
staff were exhorted by ‘diversity’-promoting ‘Parli-REACH’ to compose and then 
write poems acknowledging their ‘internal racism’ (i.e., inborn) on a digital wall. They 
were also encouraged to attend BLM demonstrations protesting the death of George 
Floyd, some of which involved breaking Covid19 laws passed by their employer. But 
would they have been prepared to do so on behalf of another victim of US police 
violence, Tony Timpa, who, on August 10, 2016, died in circumstances identical to those 
of George Floyd save that he was not a criminal suspect? He had called the police from 
a parking lot in Dallas. He was in some distress, being a schizophrenic off his medicine. 
By the time the police arrived, he had been handcuffed by security guards. Camcorder 
footage shows him then being manhandled by police and repeatedly shouting ‘you’re 
going to kill me.’ Timpa was pinned to the ground, face down, for thirteen minutes, while 
his captors, waiting for an ambulance, laughed and joked about his mental state. Even 
after he lost consciousness, the joking continued, one officer exclaiming ‘Back to school! 
Come on, wake up!’ By this time, their captive was probably already dead, a victim of 
US police violence no less illegal than that meted out to George Floyd four years later. 
But unlike Floyd, he was white. That is why no-one in the UK or anywhere else for the 
matter has heard of, let alone marched for Tony Timpa, partly at least because, so the 
legend goes, in the USA, white cops only kill unarmed blacks. In fact, readily available 
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FBI statistics prove that US police are 20% more likely to kill an unarmed white person 
such as Tony Timpa than an unarmed black one such as George Floyd. But dare to say 
it, and you may well be accused of racism. (Today, as we have seen, even numbers can 
be racist.) This ever-present possibility has proved sufficient to induce compliance on the 
part of public figures and institutions with ideas and policies that those acquiescing in 
them must surely know to be both deeply flawed and based on false premises and, above 
all, injurious to social harmony and individual freedom, a shamefaced, spineless 
conformism that contrasts with times when men and women were prepared to undergo 
torture and be burned at the stake rather than assent to beliefs they held to be false. I 
would dearly like to ask them...do they really want the abolition of the police, prisons, 
and the nuclear family? And if indeed it is the case that what we have here is not 
conformity but conviction, then one can only marvel that such credulity can flourish 
amongst the highly educated in the 21st century. 

What is for sure flourishing, if that is the right word, is a poisoned, intimidatory 
incipiently totalitarian atmosphere, not only in public but private life, one of fear of 
being seen to be less than fully on board with BLM groupthink and racial blackmail as it 
intrudes, virtually unopposed, into almost every aspect of British society, from 
universities, schools, politics, sport and supermarkets to all branches of culture, the 
media, pressure groups such as Amnesty International and hitherto non-political 
institutions such as the National Trust, the BBC, the British Museum and the British 
Library. It has invaded the work-place and yes, even the RAF. A high ranking women 
officer resigned when called upon to enforce a policy of favouring female and ethnic 
minority applicants over white men which she knew to be illegal. Then there is 
gardening, a once innocent pastime now deemed by BBC botanist James Wong to be 
saturated with racism. Apparently, ‘UK gardening culture has racism baked into its DNA’ 
because of its use of terms such as ‘native’ and ‘heritage’. And so the list of trigger 
words continues to grow exponentially and our vocabulary of permissible terms (and 
expressible thoughts) shrink proportionately, as it did in the Newspeak of 1984. 
Dissenting from the prevailing, semi-official ‘narrative’, be it on race, gender or Islam, 
can be a risky business, as a number of prominent public figures have found out, notably 
children’s writer JK Rowling and psychologist Jordan Peterson. 

Another pervasive myth one is expected to defer to in respectable company is that the 
entirety of American society, not just the US police force, is ‘institutionally racist’ to the 
very core. Some go as far as to compare Nazi Germany’s treatment of the Jews with the 
USA’s of its blacks (a variant of Israel’s with the Palestinians). So I ask: Would Hitler 
have appointed a Jew as his Foreign Minister, as George Bush junior did two blacks, one 
a women, who served him in that capacity as Secretaries of State, Colin Powell from 
2001 to 2005, and Condoleezza Rice from 2005 to 2009? Would Hitler have appointed a 
Jew as Chief of Staff of his armed forces, as Bush senior did Powell, a four-star general, 
as his Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff from 1989 to 1993? Would Hitler have 
chosen a Jew as head of his country’s security agencies, as Bush junior did Rice, who 
served as National Security Adviser between 2005 and 2009? Nazi Germany murdered 
every Jew it could lay its hands on. The USA twice elected a black man, Barack Obama 
as its President. Nazi Germany enacted laws that reduced its Jews to the status of pariahs 
and outcasts. Beginning in 1961, the USA enacted laws that not only rendered illegal all 
such treatment of its black population, but conferred on them certain advantages in the 
spheres of education and employment. So wherein then resides the comparison? 

True, much to their shame, states in the deep south once had laws banning racially 
mixed marriages and sexual relations akin to those that outlawed sexual relations and 
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marriages between so-called Aryans and Jews in Nazi Germany. Yet following on from 
the Civil Rights Acts of 1964 and 1965, these laws were overturned by a Supreme Court 
ruling in 1967, since when, racially mixed marriages in the USA have been steadily on 
the rise, as has public approval of them, now at 94%, compared to 4% in 1958. In 1980, 
whites married to blacks numbered 167,000. In the year 2009, there were 550,000 such 
marriages, and their number continues to rise. Since attitudes towards sexual relations 
have always been at the very core of the race question, in the light of the above statistics, 
in what sense can the USA today be said to be a racist country? The belief that the USA 
is racist is for many on the left an article of faith and, as such, impervious to evidence, 
such as Nigerians, currently numbering a little over a quarter of a million, being far and 
away the most successful of all recent immigrants to the USA. In the sphere where in a 
meritocracy it matters most, education, as of 2016, 61% of Nigerians over the age of 25 
held degrees, double the rate for native-born Americans. They also out-perform native 
Americans in the elite professions, especially medicine and academe. It is the same story 
in an allegedly no less racist UK, with Nigerians scoring 21% higher in O and A level 
exams than the national average. At degree level, all black university students (not just 
Nigerians), along with all other ethnic minorities, are over-represented in relation to their 
share of the total UK population, with under-performing whites anchored firmly at the 
bottom. As for Asians, Indian students outperform white students at every level of the 
UK’s educational system, with 31% going on to pursue employment in the top 
professions, especially medicine, engineering and the law. Indian graduates earn on 
average £28,500 per year compared to their white counterparts’ £26,100. The 
employment rate of Indians between the ages of 16 and 64 is 76% ...exactly the same as 
whites. Average household income of Indians and whites is also exactly the same. 76% 
of Indian households own their own home, compared to 68% of white. Indians are far 
less likely to be arrested by the UK’s institutionally racist police than whites, with 6.7 for 
every 1,000 Indians compared to 12.2 for every 1,000 whites. As of 2020, Hindus 
comprised 2% of the UK’s population but only 0.4%, of its prisoners...under represented 
by a factor of five. Contrast this with Muslims, the vast majority of whom hail, like 
Hindus, from the sub-continent. They comprise 4% of the UK’s population, but account 
for 16% of its prisoners...over represented by a factor of 4. Thus, a Muslim is 20 times 
more likely than a Hindu to end up in jail...a discrepancy that has nothing to with race or 
for that matter, ‘institutionalised racism’, but a great deal to do with culture and religion. 
Finally, the UK’s law makers. December 12 2019 saw the election of the most diverse 
Parliament and government in British history, with 14.4% of MPs from ethnic 
minorities...1.4% above their share of the UK population. The four highest posts in the 
government elected were held by Prime Minister Boris Johnson, part Turkish, Chancellor 
of the Exchequer Rishi Sunak, Punjabi, Home Secretary Priti Patel, Ugandan-Indian 
(preceded by Sajid Javid, Pakistani), and Foreign Secretary Dominic Raab, Jewish. In 
the contest for the Tory leadership after the resignation of Boris Johnson in July 2022, 
of the eleven original contestants, six, more than half, were from ethnic minorities. And 
this was for the leadership of a party that many on the left have always regarded as 
irredeemably racist. None of the leading posts in the short-lived and, for all its 
impeccably ‘inclusive’ gene pool, the most right wing in British history, the Liz Truss 
administration that replaced Johnson’s, were held by white patriarchs. (How do wokistas 
explain that the most left wing government by far in British history, that of Labour’s 
Clement Attlee elected in 1945, save for one woman, was comprised of white men.?) 
Truss, the UK’s third female Prime Minister, was then replaced by the Indian multi- 
millionaire Rishi Sunak, who appointed an Indian woman as his Home Secretary. In all, 
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hardly evidence...and I could furnish much more...that the UK is ‘institutionally’ or 
‘systemically’ racist or, for that matter, ‘sexist’. 

How right then was Trevor Phillips, the black former Chairman of the Equalities and 
Human Rights Commission, to deride Black Lives Matter as ‘a scam’ that ‘uses race as a 
battering ram to change society’. And so far as the UK’s ethnic minorities are concerned, 
that change has been for the worse, stoking up racial tensions where little or none 
existed, just as feminazis (not to be confused with genuine feminists of the Rowling 
school), another branch of the same retrogressive movement, have done to relations 
between the sexes, with their hashtag ‘kill all men’. This of course is not ‘hate speech, 
any more than is its anti-racist (sic) analogue, ‘kill all whites’. Is it any surprise then that 
a 2018 poll suggested that only 20% of UK women identify as ‘feminist’, while four 
times as many believe in gender equality (which man-hating feminazis have made very 
clear they do not)? Likewise, in an October 2020 poll, a paltry 17% disagreed with the 
proposition that BLM had harmed, not helped, race relations in the UK. Even more 
damning, the percentage for ethnic minorities, on whose behalf, supposedly, BLM’s 
battle against racism is being waged, was only eight points higher at 25%. 

Because far too few are prepared to challenge its bogus claim to represent the 
interests of black people, whose opinions and circumstances vary no less widely than 
those of any other ethnic group, and which are therefore not totally dependent on or 
derived from their racial ‘identity’, in its obsessional focus on race, Black Lives 
Matter in its various manifestation has been allowed to pollute all political, intellectual 
and cultural life and in doing so, impede progress towards a world where race counts for 
nothing, and the individual, everything. Some will for sure consider this judgment 
more than little a little harsh, possibly even motivated by racism. If so, then so was Dr 
Martin Luther King’s quest, for which he was murdered, for a world where people would 
be judged by the quality of their character and not the colour of their skin. 

One consequence of the BLM-imposed anti-white, anti-police ‘narrative’ is the near- 
impossibility of acknowledging, discussing, and addressing the issue of black-on-black 
violent crime. Metropolitan Police statistics show that half of all victims of London 
knife crime, and 44% of all its murder victims, are black, even though, according to the 
2011 census, blacks make up only 13% of the city’s total population. Those who pursue 
an anti-police agenda would naturally reject the argument that the increase in this 
crime, from 13,000 in 2010 to 16,000 in 2019, could have been partly due to swingeing 
cuts in the police under successive Tory governments, because one of the demands of 
Black Lives Matter UK is ‘abolition of police’ which, so we are assured, will have the 
opposite effect of protecting black lives. And in in all fairness, it cannot be denied that 
for all their law-and-order rhetoric, the Conservatives had gone some considerable way 
towards achieving this goal, reducing front-line police in England and Wales from 
140,000 in 2010 to 120,00 in 2020, office staff also by 20,000 over the same period, and 
community police officers from 17,000 to 10,000. In London, where black lives were 
most at risk, the reduction was a staggering 47%, most of it under Tory mayor Boris 
Johnson. I ask the reader in all seriousness...since none of the 27,000 knife attacks on 
and the several hundred murders of blacks in the same period had been carried out by the 
police, how would BLM’s policy of abolishing the police contribute in any way towards 
making London’s black lives any more secure? 

In 2020, BLM UK conducted its campaigns on the back of the death in custody of 
George Floyd as if police relations with blacks in the UK replicated in every detail those 
in the USA, resulting in its young, mainly white female demonstrators screaming ‘don’t 
shoot’ at unarmed law officers. Charades such as this, one of which occurred during the 
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attempted storming of Downing Street in response to a police killing 3,000 miles away, 
happened because BLM UK saw itself as a clone of its more glamourous US parent and 
mentor, as if the history, politics and racial anatomy of the two countries were identical, 
seemingly unaware that unlike the USA, slavery (as distinct from the slave trade) has 
never had any legal foundation in Britain, any more, again unlike the USA, than has 
discrimination against any race. Sasha Johnson of Oxford BLM even took this imitation 
to the point of wearing a Black Panther uniform, complete with beret, affecting a rather 
unconvincing American gangster drawl, calling for a ‘black militia’ such as she must 
have seen images of parading in the USA armed with sub-machine guns, describing a 
black man who disagreed with her a ‘coon’ and promising to personally give him a 
beating. Perhaps with her macho posturings she saw herself as the UK incarnation of the 
black American gun-running ultra-Stalinist and BDS campaigner Angela Davis. 

The fantasy became all too real when she was seriously wounded after being shot, not 
by a white racist cop, but in what some believed to have been a Chicago South Side-style 
gangland shootout, at a garden party in south London on May 23, 2021. (A man was also 
wounded in the foot by a gun-shot.) Initial claims that the shooting was politically 
motivated were not endorsed by a friend of Johnson’s, who told the BBC, ‘The incident 
is more related to rival gangs as opposed to her activism.’ Confirmation of this came 
when police (whom Johnson’s movement wanted to abolish) were reported to be looking 
for ‘four black men’ in connection with the incident. A month later, four black men were 
charged with conspiracy to murder a person or persons not named. Let me say this very 
clearly: For all my many political differences with Johnson, and criticisms of the manner 
with which she promotes her cause, the UK, and the west generally, needs to have a free 
and open debate on the race question, and BLM, in its various manifestations, is part of 
that debate no less than those like myself who see its policies and tactics as largely 
counter-productive and based on false claims. As I have said repeatedly in this work, I 
defend the right of anyone to express their political or religious beliefs publicly, just I do 
the right of others to criticise those beliefs in any manner or medium they choose. Also, 
unlike some I could name (starting with Patrisse Cullors) I do not doubt the sincerity of 
Johnson’s anti-racism, though I profoundly disagreed with her methods of furthering it. 
Let us hope that the experience of being the (possibly unintended) victim of an attempted 
black on black murder will persuade her that this is an issue that can no longer be 
ignored or denied by those who say that black lives matter. The fact that shortly before 
the shooting incident, she conducted a civilized exchange of views with the supposedly 
‘far-right racist? Tommy Robinson (it can be seen on YouTube) and distanced herself 
from of some the policies of BLM that Robinson and his black friend criticized, such as 
the abolition of the police and the nuclear family, suggests that she might well do so. To 
that end, I would like her and her movement to consider the following: For the two years 
between March 2018 and March 2020, Home Office statistics for homicide in England 
and Wales record that of 886 persons convicted for murder in that period, 180 were 
classified as black, 21% of the total. Yet blacks make up only 3.4% of the population of 
England and Wales, therefore being over-represented as murderers by a factor of six. Of 
the 124 black murder victims, 99 were murdered by other blacks, 80% of the total, while 
the number of blacks killed by the ’institutionally’ and ‘systemically’ racist police in the 
same period was...zero. 

It is the same pattern in London. In the five years from 2015 to 2019, the number of 
black murder victims was 267, 12 being 12 or under, and 62, between 13 and 18. Those 
blacks charged with (but not necessarily convicted of) murder in the same period 
numbered 421, with 149 being between the ages of 13 and 18. In 2018, 48% of 
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London’s murder suspects were black. Here we have, just as in the cities of the USA, 
‘black on black’ murder. And also as in the USA, BLMUK_ ignores it, preferring the 
‘narrative’ of white police hunting down young black men. 

In the 11 years between 2008 and 2018, according to Metropolitan Police statistics, 
there were 133,918 victims of knife attacks in the capital, 31,317 of them black, 23% of 
the total. Those charged with (but not necessarily convicted of) knife crime numbered 
3,486, of whom nearly half, 1,452, were black. But only 13% of London’s population is 
black. So again, blacks are hugely over-represented in this category of crime, by a factor 
of a little under 4. This is, in part at least, the answer to why blacks are also over- 
represented in the UK’s prison system by a factor of 3. Black Lives Matter attributes this 
racial discrepancy solely to ‘institutional racism’, as does its counterpart in the USA, and 
not to a similar level of black violent crime. (See below for more details.) It also shares 
its belief that the solution is the abolition or ‘defunding’ of the police and the closing of 
the prisons and law courts, with the inevitable but it would seem, unforeseen 
consequence that these measures would leave un-punished, or release onto the streets, 
perpetrators of murders, including of blacks, and racist and sexual crimes. 

Less radical solutions that could be adopted to reduce the number of blacks in prison, 
either singly or in combination are 1) When passing custodial sentences for the same 
crime, judges could reduce the jail time for blacks, or recommend that they receive 
earlier remission than the statutory norm. 2) Crimes that normally carry a prison sentence 
could, again at the judge’s discretion, for blacks be replaced by a non-custodial penalty. 
3) Each police authority could be set a racial quota of arrests that corresponds with the 
ethnic composition of the population in its jurisdiction. If the quota for black arrests is 
reached before the end of a given period, say a year, no further arrests of blacks will be 
made in the remainder of that year. (Following her election in 2016, black Cook County 
District Attorney Kim Foxx pursued a policy known as ‘prison reform’, wokespeak for 
going soft on black crime. In the first three years of office, she dropped all charges 
against 30% of felony defendants, 8.1% of which were homicide cases, compared with 
19% dropped under her predecessor, of which 5.3% were homicides. By November 
2019, Foxx had dismissed 25,000 felony cases, the most famous being that of black TV 
actor Jussie Smollett, who after staging a racist attacked on himself in Chicago by two 
masked black associates wearing MAGA caps, was charged with filing a false police 
report. Foxx then had all charges dropped, and the public court file containing the 
evidence against Smollett sealed. This transparent attempt to protect Smollett failed, 
when three years later, he was found guilty in a Chicago court on five of six felony 
counts of falsely reporting a hate crime.) 

Human nature being what it is, I suspect that each of the above proposals would 
result in blacks committing more crime, just as they would for any other racial group so 
favored. While they would certainly have the effect of reducing the UK’s black prison 
population, in doing so, they would also violate a long held and cherished legal principle 
that all should be equal before and under the law. That is why I propose a remedy 
consistent with that principle, which is for blacks to commit less crime. 

Why is there a taboo against discussing these admittedly difficult issues? Instead, we 
had a tweeted comment on the Johnson shooting by Corbynista Labour MP Diane 
Abbott, which strongly implied that the gunman who shot Johnson had a racist motive, 
and was therefore almost certainly white, despite witnesses to the shooting saying the 
gunman was black: “Black activist Sasha Johnson in hospital in critical condition after 
sustaining a gunshot wound to the head. No-one should have to potentially pay with their 
life because they stood up or racial justice’. And no-one, least of all an MP, should make 
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such a public and potentially inflammatory comment without first being fully informed 
of the facts, especially after a police spokesman called on the public to ‘avoid 
speculating as to the motives [behind the shooting]’. In the interest of racial harmony, 
she would have been well-advised to wait for an official police statement on the incident, 
which said ‘Around 3.00 am a group of four black males dressed in dark clothing entered 
the garden of the property and discharged a firearm. They left the scene before officers 
arrived.’ Social activist Lin Mei did wait, and only then tweeted: ‘Sasha Johnson was 
shot by people in our own community. Will we be out on the streets like we were when 
police do the same? An activist who stands up for black people, to the point of putting 
down white people, but it was her own people that shot her. Community: Silence.’ This 
included the silence of Abbott, who quickly lost interest in the case once it became clear 
that Johnson had not been the victim of a race crime, proving yet again that black lives 
matter only when they ‘fit the narrative’. 

Two weeks later, police investigating the shooting revealed that none of the forty or 
so friends and comrades present at the party had come forward as a witness to the 
incident. They had met ‘a wall of silence’. Was this out of fear...or a ‘no snitching’ 
closing of black ranks? Possibly both, but certainly the second. Blacks comprise by far 
the largest ethnic minority in London. Yet despite it being headline news for days, none 
of their 1.1 million raised so much as a whisper of protest at the shooting of a young 
mother of two children who had devoted herself to campaigning on their behalf. 
Evidently her life stopped mattering when the finger on the trigger proved not to be 
white, with a GoFundMe for her and her two children raising only a pittance 

Among the policies of the party Johnson launched in 2020 [the “Taking the Initiative 
Party’ — TTIP] was a register recording the names of all those deemed to be guilty of 
racism as defined by the ubiquitous critical race theory, which includes the use of ‘trigger 
words’ that unintentionally induce trauma, and involuntary ‘micro-aggressions’ only 
visible or audible to the theory’s exponents. Johnson’s calling a black man a ’coon’ did 
not qualify as racist because, again according to critical race theory, since racism is about 
power relationships, and the white patriarchy has all the power (but surely not in ‘black’ 
Africa and all of Asia) only white men can be and are racist. Q.E.D. Those (white only) 
persons so listed on her proposed register would lose a number of their legal rights, 
which would include being barred from living with or near non-whites, and from 
occupations that could bring them into contact with members of ethnic minorities - a 
reverse racism. These are all policies which she needs to reject is she is to play a 
positive part in the improvement of race relations in the UK. 

Black Lives Matter UK feeds not only on its young white activists’ obsession with 
‘virtue signalling’, but on their political naivety, in the first place, the illusion that Britain 
is in matters racial and policing somehow identical to the USA. Yet while they behave as 
if they believe, wrongly, that in the USA, most blacks who meet a violent death (yearly 
around 10,000) are, like George Floyd, killed by the police (see below for details), even 
the most ill-informed about US affairs must surely be aware that in the UK, the yearly 
total not of blacks but of all those killed by the police is nowhere near that of the USA, 
which in 2020, the year of Floyd, was 1020. In fact, in the UK, it is either zero or in 
single figures, and usually low ones at that. The happy co-existence of such flagrantly 
contradictory beliefs, and the fervour of those that believe in them, are proof that as Sam 
Harris has said, what passes for anti-racism today is essentially a religious movement, 
impervious, like all others, to evidence and logical argument. How many of those 
screaming at the gates of Downing Street for the blood of British politicians, in revenge 
for what was a still to be legally proved crime committed in another continent, were 
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aware that in a number of ways that bear upon the race question, the USA and the UK are 
not remotely comparable? But even in the USA, similar fantasies are rife, especially 
among those who would claim be the best informed about such matters. This was 
revealed by a survey published by the Skeptic Research Centre after the death of George 
Floyd. 17% of those who defined themselves as on the left believed that the number of 
un-armed, repeat, un-armed blacks killed by police in 2019 was 10,000 or more, and 
29% that it was about 1,000. The actual number was 17. The total number of blacks 
killed by police in the same year was 251, all but 17 of whom would have been armed. 
The number of black victims of murder in that year was 7,484. Based on an annual 
average of 90% of blacks being murdered by other blacks, (in 2019 it was 6,736), a 
black person was in that year 27 times more likely to be killed by another black person 
than a policeman. With the increased street violence unleashed by the Floyd murder in 
May 2020, and the ensuing backlash against the police, police killings of blacks 
declined, and black on black murders surged. 

If we take the total number of black homicide victims in the year 2020, 13,654, again, 
approximately 90% of whom were murdered by other blacks, and compare that number 
to the number of blacks killed by police, lawfully or otherwise, 249, we have a ratio of 
55 to 1. This ratio nearly doubled again in 2021, approaching 100 to 1, when with 
officers backing off and police authorities in Democratic cities subject to defunding, 
police killings of blacks fell to 131, while the number of black homicide victims, not 
surprisingly, increased again.. To get a clearer picture of the growing scale of black-on- 
black murder in the USA since the killing of George Floyd, it can be seen in microcosm 
in one small area with an overwhelmingly black population, the 15" Ward of New 
Orleans, Algeria. It has a population of 26,000, 90% of whom are black. In 2019, there 
were 118 homicides, 440 per 100,000, compared to the national rate of 5 per 100,000. In 
the year of Floyd, this number soared to 190, and in 2021, reached 217, an increase of 
84% in two years, 810 per 100,000, 162 times the national rate. On a much larger scale, 
we see the same trend in St Louis, population 302,000, 43% of whom are black, 
compared to a national percentage of 12. In the year of Floyd, the murder rate reached its 
highest level ever, with 263 homicides, compared to 73 in 2003, when the city’s 
population was 50,000 greater. The black-on-black carnage reached such a scale that St 
Louis was not only rated the most dangerous city in the USA, at 66 homicides per 
100,000, compared to the national rate of 5, but 13" in the world. New Hampshire, with 
a black population of 2.5%, has a murder rate of less than one per 100,000. Even though 
Illinois has a black population only two per cent above that of the USA’s 12%, because 
of the exceedingly high black homicide rate in Chicago (see below), of a total number 
of 450 homicides in 2021, the black share in the state was 60%. 

In article in the Washington Post of February 23, 2022, Justin Fox stated the 
following politically incorrect facts. First, that largely as result of the upsurge of black 
neighbourhood violence that followed the killing of George Floyd on May 25, 2020, ‘the 
homicide rate for black Americans rose from 22.9 per 100,000 in 2019 to 30.7 in 2020’, 
while ‘for all other Americans the rate went from 3.2 to 3.8.’ (Here we have a black 
murder rate eight times that of the rest of the US population.) Second, that ‘young black 
men are the main killers of young black men’ (According FBI data, an annual average of 
90%) and third, that ‘police killed 249 black Americans in 2020, which amounts to just 
1.8% of the year’s 13,654 black homicide victims’, approximately 90% of whom would 
have been killed by other blacks. So, while police were killing blacks, nearly all of who 
would have been armed, at a rate of less than one per day, blacks were killing each other 
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at a rate of 34 per day. Clearly the ‘wrong narrative’ so far as Black Lives Matter was 
concerned. But like all the others, the correct one. 

In 2021, with three weeks to go before the end of the year, 12 Democrat-run cities, 
with some operating the BLM policy of defunding the police and ‘reforming’ the justice 
system, broke their records for homicides, with Philadelphia leading the way with 521 
murders, surpassing that in the much more populous cities of New York (443) and Los 
Angeles (352). This can partly be explained by Philadelphia’s demographic, 44.1% black 
and only 35.8 white. It is of course not politic to say this, but it is still nevertheless the 
case that not only in Philadelphia and other examples I have provided, but in nearly 
every urban area, there is a strong co-relation between the murder rate and the percentage 
of its population who are black. And what is more, the impact of BLM’s campaigns 
against the police have accentuated this trend, with police cut backs and courts granting 
bail to black murder suspects emboldening criminal black gangs to step up their 
fratricidal turf wars. 

According to (incomplete but representative) on-line FBI data, in 2019, of the 
11,495 perpetrators of homicide whose racial identity was known, those who were 
identified as black totaled 6,425, 64%. But this is only part of the picture. Females 
accounted for only 9% of all perpetrators, meaning that around 90% of murderers were 
males. So we are looking primarily not at the 12% of the US population who are black, 
but the 6 % who are black males. Then we have age. Those murderers who were black 
were considerably younger than those who were white; of those aged from 13 to 16, 165 
were white, 260 black, from 17 to 19, 492 and 891, 20 to 24, 790 and 1441. From then 
on, the age-related murder rate begins to even out. Insofar as we are allowed to talk 
about a ‘black crime’ issue, (and there are black commentators who, understandably, 
given the political climate, are far more ready to do so than white ones) it is primarily 
one of young black males killing mainly those of an identical demographic. Wokistas 
will say this is ‘stereotyping’ or ‘profiling’. If so, so is saying that murder in general is 
primarily a male issue, a proposition which all feminists would endorse without any risk 
of being accused of misandry. 

The statistics I have cited, and others that tell the same story, are crying out for 
serious, informed, objective debate, though out of fear of being accused of racism, few 
public figures are preprepared to engage in one, with those on the left preferring instead 
the easy options of virtue-signaling and parroting the white-blaming hocus pocus of 
critical race theory. No doubt many do so with honorable intentions, but with 
consequences that are the direct opposite of those they seek. By propagating the lie that 
the US constitution and justice system exist only to hold down and exploit blacks, and 
decrying the subjects and teaching methods of the US educational system as so many 
means of indoctrinating blacks in ‘white’ ‘ways of knowing’, leftist academics have 
legitimised, even glorified the anti-social and criminal behavior of what in the vernacular 
is known as the ‘bad-assed mother fucker’, and in white speak, a black victim of white 
patriarchy. The result is increasing black failure and violence in the schools, and more 
black corpses on the streets. According to Wikipedia, Chicago has at least 60 (black) 
street gangs and more than 100,000 active gang members, who between them are 
responsible for 60% of all the city’s homicides. And ‘black lives matter’? 

The data I have cited is readily available, so it is inexcusable that Democratic 
politicians, many of whom represent cities where violent black crime is out of control, 
should make public statements that ignore the tragic consequences of black-on-black 
murder, while grossly misrepresenting the relationship between police and the USA’s 
black population. Take for example Joe Biden’s ludicrous comment in June 2020 that 
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black children must be taught to tolerate police abuse so that they can ‘make it back 
home’, and Obama’s, with his in 2016 that black parents were right to fear that their 
children would be killed by police every time they go outside. According to the pro- 
Democrat Washington Post of April 16, 2021, a total of 22 children (not just black 
children) under the age of 16 had been fatally shot by police since 2015, three 
accidentally. Of the remaining 19, eight of those killed were armed, another four were 
armed with knives and three were holding toy guns...all told, an average of four a year 
So, not exactly the massacre conjured up by Biden and Obama, and not remotely 
comparable to the 3,410 children killed and 18,227 wounded by non-police gun violence 
in just one year, 2017, with 41% of the fatalities being black children, most caught in 
crossfire by rival black gangs. Let me pose a number questions to UK BLM activists. 


How many know the following: 


That those defined as ‘black’ comprise only 3% of the UK population, compared to 12% 
in the USA? 


That the number of Jegally owned firearms in the USA is 393 million, some of them 
semi-automatics...60 million in excess of the US population, while the number in the 
UK is approximately 600,000 shotguns and 10,000 firearms, roughly 1% of the UK 
population? 


That the USA murder rate is 5.30 per 100,000 persons, compared to the UK’s 1.20? (In 
Jeremy’s socialist dystopia, Venezuela, it is the world’s third highest, at 56.30 per 
100,000) 


That while there are no laws in the USA which discriminate adversely against blacks, 
and have not been since they were made illegal in 1965, there are laws which favour 
them? 


That US blacks are on average eight times more likely to commit murder than whites? 


That a number of studies by both black and white academics show that in the USA, 
unarmed blacks, as in the case of George Floyd, are significantly less likely to be killed 
by police than unarmed whites? 


That when it comes to so-called ‘hate crimes’ (‘hate speech’ is protected by the First 
Amendment; to be such, a ‘hate crime’ must be accompanied by the committing of an 
already existing crime such as assault) according to FBI data for 2018, a black person 
was less likely to a victim of this offence, 5.5 per 100,000, than a Muslim, 6.6, and a Jew, 
14.8 per 100,000? 


Given that racism is encountered among all sectors of the US population, albeit in 
various proportions and degrees of virulence, only an idiot would deny there are racists 
among its police. With a total force of 700,000, a little under 90% of them white, how 
could there not be? But the claim on a poster held aloft by a (white) BLM activist that 
there are ‘no good cops in a racist system’ is absurd, no less so than the BLM criminal- 
friendly demand to ‘abolish the police’. What needs to be done is not abolish the police, 
but improve their training and pay, and root out the bad ones. Of course, due to a failure 
of leadership, individual forces can be infected by racism, leading to excessive or 
unwarranted force such as that used on some occasions against (mainly white be it said) 
BLM demonstrators. Commentators rightly contrasted such behaviour with that of police 
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officers charged with guarding the Washington Capitol on January 6, 2021, when some 
patently offered no effective resistance to an invasion by Trumpists bent on preventing 
the confirmation of Biden as winner of the 2020 presidential election. Yet once again, left 
and right converged. The next day in New York, BLM marchers, instead of calling for 
the disciplining of these officers and the beefing up of security against Trumpist law- 
breakers, held aloft a banner demanding ‘Disarm, Defund, Abolish [the police]’. Had that 
demand been in operation at the Capitol on January 6, Trump’s attempted coup would at 
the very least have ensured there would have been no certification of Biden’s victory, and 
possibly even unleashed a lynching of Democratic politicians, among whom would have 
those who had been vocal in their support of BLM following the killing of George Floyd 
in May 2020. ( In April 2023, Trump called for defunding the police after being charged 
with a series of crimes allegedly committed while in office.) 

Ironically, in the summer of 2020, some of the police BLM want to abolish colluded 
with law-breakers on a scale certainly no less than on January 6, 2021, in cities across 
the USA, ‘taking the knee’ and standing by as BLM activists pulled down statues, looted 
shops, burned cars and buildings, assaulted and killed by-standers, vandalized property, 
attacked synagogues and besieged state and federal institutions in what Sam Harris has 
called a ‘sickening eruption of criminality’. (In justifying BLM thuggery, CNN’s Chris 
Cuomo also demonstrated his ignorance of his Constitution’s First Amendment, when he 
asked, rhetorically, “show me where it says protestors are supposed to be polite and 
peaceful.’) Yet for all the talk of racist, trigger-happy police, none of the 25 deaths that 
occurred during these demonstrations were caused by police action, though several were 
by BLM activists. But an insurrectionist white female Trumpist was shot dead by a white 
policeman on January 6, and a white police officer was killed by white Trumpists. 
‘Abolish the police’? At the very moment when US democracy was under siege from 
white supremacists mobilised by Trump, just whose side were BLM on? 

Those who argued that the over-representation of blacks killed by police was proof of 
a nation-wide police systemic racism (like many others in large cities across the USA, the 
current Superintendent of the Chicago police was black, as was the city’s Mayor), that it 
was a result of a deliberate, albeit undeclared policy, needed to explain why this was 
not reflected in recruitment, since the percentage of black police was equal to their 
share of the population, 12%, while it was less so for non-Latino whites, 66%. rather 
than 75%. One could, using the same argument, claim that a much larger over- 
representation of men as compared with women killed by police - twenty to one - was 
proof of ‘systemic misandry’, or the existence of a matriarchal conspiracy. Research has 
proved (see below) just as one would have expected, that police killings almost always 
occur in the course of a confrontation between an officer or officers and a suspect or 
suspects either known to be or with good reason suspected of being armed. And given 
that the number of just /egally owned firearm in the USA is three times more than the 
adult male population, this would be a reasonable assumption. Since men and blacks are 
over-represented in violent crime statistics, one would therefore also expect that 
disproportion to be reflected, albeit not exactly, in statistics related to police 
killings...and so it is. In 2020, 249 blacks were killed by police out of total of 1038 - 
some 23% of all police killings. Since blacks are 12% of the US population, so the 
argument goes, this is proof positive of a significant police racial bias...by a factor of 
1.9. And so it would be, but for the fact that the black share of violent crimes ranges, 
depending on the crime, from 2 to 4 times their share of the population. In 2017, 53% of 
all murders and non-negligent manslaughters, 28.7 of rapes, 33% of aggravated assaults, 
and all violent crimes, 37.5%, were committed by blacks. This last percentage is almost 
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exactly equal to the percentage of blacks in US prisons in the same year... 37.3, hardly 
evidence of ‘institutional racism’ in the US justice system. The remedy for the excess of 
black prisoners is not to abolish the police and prisons, as proposed by BLM, or to jail 
fewer black criminals and let the rest go free to commit more crime, but for blacks to 
commit less crime. And like Obama, Denzel Washington says just this, that black crime 
‘starts in the home. If the father’s not in the home, the boy will find his father in the 
streets.’ 

But blacks are not alone in this. The same FBI statistics show that men are far more 
likely to kill than are women, with the same consequences as for blacks compared to 
whites...police are much more likely to kill men than women, and far more men than 
women end up in prison, 93% as compared with 7%. There were 1, 408 homicides 
committed by women in 2019, and 10,335 by men, seven times more, while in the same 
year, police killed 961 men, and only 43 women, 20 times more. Yet no-one talks about a 
gender bias in police killings or incarceration rates, or one of age, even though most 
police killings are of those ranging in age from the late teens to mid-thirties, and of 
prisoners, 60% between the ages of 20 and 49., because it is this age group that is 
responsible for most violent crimes, including homicide. Only when it comes to race, 
where the same applies, with blacks committing on average 50% of all homicides, and 
37% of all violent crimes, are there claims of bias in police killings and incarceration 
rates. Focusing exclusively on racism leads to the ignoring of what is the most effective 
means of reducing the number of blacks killed by police and in prison, which is to reduce 
the black crime rate, a solution that requires radical changes in black culture of the kind 
indicated by Obama and Coleman Hughes (see below). 

White supremacists will also see the black crime question not as one of culture, but 
one of genes, that blacks are racially inferior, and for this reason more prone to criminal 
behaviour, a claim impossible to reconcile with their achievements at the very highest 
levels and in every field of endeavour in American society, from academe, politics 
and culture to sport, the classic cases of this last being Jessie Owens and Joe 
Louis, both of whom in their own ways refuted Nazi race theory, Owens by winning four 
gold medals at the 1936 Berlin Olympics as Hitler and his party elite looked on aghast, 
and Louis by knocking out in the first round and hospitalising for ten days German 
World Heavyweight contender Max Schmeling (who was not a racist and had a Jewish 
manager, Joe Jacobs). Beyond any doubt, two of the most gifted, accomplished, 
innovative and influential musicians of the 20 century were Louis Armstrong and 
Charlie Parker, both of whom were born into and grew up in poverty and segregation. 
They and the mainly black musicians they inspired not only re-discovered the lost art of 
improvisation that once flourished in the baroque and early classical eras. They raised it 
to unprecedented levels of creativity and technical prowess, setting in train a revolution 
in music no less radical and enriching in its consequences than that of Beethoven and 
Wagner, and no less universal. To master his instrument and the complexities of what the 
new anti-racist ‘official science’ describes as ‘white’ musical theory (among many of his 
classical influences were the modernists Stravinsky and Bartok), Parker practised 15 
hours a day for three years. Armstrong was abandoned by his father, and with his teen- 
age mother unable to cope, for a while lived with his grandmother. When seven, he did 
odd jobs for a Jewish family. He quicky became aware that they too suffered from racial 
prejudice: ‘I was only seven years old, but I could easily see the ungodly treatment that 
the white folks were handing the poor Jewish family I worked for.’ They taught him, he 
recalled, ‘how to live - real life and determination.’ They also bought him his first 
instrument, a cornet. As a mark of respect and gratitude, he wore a star of David pendent 
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for the rest of his life...again, like Jesus’s Zionism, hardly likely to endear his memory to 
the anti-Zionists of BLM. Instead of feeding young American blacks with alibis for 
failure, glorifying victimhood and sanctifying George Floyd, I would tell them the 
inspiring life stories of Owens, Louis, Parker and Armstrong, each one a child of Jim 
Crow, but each life story one of triumph over adversities that today’s young blacks can 
have little conception of, and those like myself, none at all. 

Ironically, wokistas, like white supremacists, also see the black issue as exclusively 
a race question, only a white one, attributing it entirely to the legacy of slavery, Jim 
Crow and the continued domination of the white patriarchy. If this is true, how then 
account for the well-documented spectacular success of recent black immigrants to the 
USA from Nigeria and the West Indies, whose ancestors also experienced the 
humiliations and deprivations of white colonial rule and in the case of West Indians, also 
slavery? And surely, they too will have been exposed to the same prejudices as native 
black Americans, perhaps even more so as recent immigrants. I, along with a growing 
number of black academics, and a much smaller number of white commentators such as 
Sam Harris, while not denying the historical dimensions to the USA’s black question, 
(which, with the passing of time, must become less important) place most emphasis not 
on race as such but on culture, which has nothing to with genes, but is about those 
elements in our lives that are the product of the interaction of the entire inheritance of the 
past with the present... material factors such climate, topography, technology, and those 
that are intellectual/ideological...literacy, numeracy, the arts, politics, religion etc. Our 
particular interest is in those elements of the black sub-culture that breed crime, self- 
segregation and under-achievement, and in what ways they can be surmounted. One 
obvious factor is the decline of the black nuclear family (the stated goal of Black Lives 
Matter, not only in the USA but in the UK, is its abolition), from 75 % to 30% over the 
last 50 or so years. In 1990, the number of fatherless black families was 3.4 million. By 
2019, it had risen to 4.1 million. One of the results is, as Obama has said, that a boy 
from a black fatherless family will be 20 times more likely to end up in jail than a black 
boy from a family with a father...that is, if he is not killed first in a drugs gang turf war. I 
find it both extraordinary and deplorable that the two BLM objectives which, more than 
any others, will drag down young blacks even further into a life of and death by crime — 
fatherless families and abolition of the police — have escaped criticism by all but a 
handful of public figures. 

Another consequence of absentee fathers is that with black mothers having their 
hands full raising a (BLM-approved) non-nuclear family single-handed, their children 
will spend more time than any other ethnic group unsupervised, taking to the street, or 
watching television, and therefore less time on homework and other activities that will 
raise their cultural level. In a speech delivered on Father’s Day, 2008, none other than 
Barak Obama spoke of the damage done by the absence of black fathers. ‘They have 
abandoned their responsibilities, acting like boys instead of men. And the foundations of 
our families are weaker because of it.” He continued: ‘We know that more than half of all 
black children live in single-parent households — a number that has doubled - doubled 
since we were children. We know the statistics — [now, racist ‘white maths’] that children 
who grow up without a father are five times more likely to live in poverty and commit 
crime; nine times more likely to drop out of schools and 20 times more likely to end up 
in prison...We need fathers to realise that responsibility does not end at conception. We 
need them to realise that what makes a man is not the ability to have a child — it’s the 
courage to raise one.’ And it took some courage to say it. Because it seems that rather 
than telling black fathers what they badly needed to hear, according to Washington Post 


27 


black columnist Mychal Smith, Obama was playing the coon or Uncle Tom by ‘focusing 
on the supposed [sic...at the beginning of his article, he cites Obama’s statistics proving 
that it was all too real] absence of black fathers’, while ignoring ‘institutionalised [that is, 
white] oppression’. So, the message should be, if not stated in so many words, one of 
victimhood - stop blaming ourselves, and focus instead on problems that can only be 
attributed to the white man. 

But let us look more closely at the issue raised by Obama...absentee fathers...that 
Smith wanted his readers to ignore, since it is a life-style choice freely made by black 
men (and also sometimes black women), and not a result of white racism. As stated, in 
2020, 70% of black families in the USA were fatherless. First, compare this figure with 
the percentage of fatherless Asian families in the USA...15%. Now compare some other 
percentages which, Obama argued, were closely related to the first. Blacks, who 
constitute 12% of the US population, account for around 50% of all US homicides, while 
Asians, who comprise 6% of the US population, account for only 1.4%. Blacks are 
therefore over-represented by a factor of four, Asians under-represented by a factor of 
five. So, a black person is 20 times more likely to commit homicide than an Asian, just 
as he or she is for that reason to be far more likely to be killed by the police, or end up in 
jail. In fact, the percentage of Asians killed by police is so small it does not even show up 
on FBI annual statistics. And then we have the observation made by Coleman Hughes, 
that in the USA, Asian children watch the least TV, black children, the most, this being 
one of the several reasons why blacks are at the bottom of the educational ladder, while 
Chinese are at the top. So much so in fact that as they once did to the children of 
impoverished Jewish immigrants, Ivy League universities have colluded in adopting an 
unofficial numerus clausus to keep their numbers down (16% of admissions, whereas on 
merit it should be 40%), only this time not to make room for the not so industrious 
offspring of prosperous Wasps, but less qualified ‘affirmative action’ black students...the 
so-called ‘bamboo ceiling’. (It was a sign of our woke times that when a Chinese student 
challenged Harvard’s racially discriminative policy in a court of law, he received no 
backing from the warriors for social justice. He lost the case, suggesting that some 
minorities are considered more ethnic than others.) 

In the academic year 2011-12, only 57% of black school pupils had the maths and 
science qualifications required for college entrance, compared with 71% for white pupils, 
and 81% for Asian. Is this all down to ‘systemic racism’ as Smith would have his readers 
believe, or at the very least, also due to watching too much TV and having no dad to 
make sure his son does his homework, and to check up on his progress at school parents 
evenings? The ‘racialisation’ (specifically ‘Africanisation’) of subject curricula and 
teaching methods, and a more general dumbing down of the educational ethos such as 
has been proposed and, in some cases, implemented in black neighbourhoods by 
Democratic Party-controlled school boards and teachers unions, will not equip black 
children for a successful and rewarding life in a high tech 21‘ century superpower. Such 
schools might possibly need more funding, but certainly not academic racial engineering. 

With these facts in mind, anyone should be able to see that white-blaming has done 
and will do nothing to solve the problems that are preventing millions of young 
American blacks from fulfilling their potential. It has made some of them more difficult 
— providing not practical solutions, but instead implanting in young blacks contempt for 
‘white’ learning, feeding racist, often violent rage, and even justifying organized looting 
as ‘reparations’ for a slavery that ended a nearly century and half before they were born, 
while middle class guilt-ridden whites perform rituals such as Catholic-style confessions 
of ‘white privilege’, knee-taking, collective grovelling before standing blacks (I have 
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seen this on YouTube), mutual and self-flagellation and breast-beating. Worst of all, 
BLM has generated among some blacks the cult of an ennobling but also fatalistic 
victimhood. 

Yet despite this Manichean orgy - all whites bad, all blacks good - unleashed by 
Black Lives Matter, the fact remains that there are no laws in the USA which, as they 
once did, discriminate against blacks. On the contrary there are laws passed by mainly 
white legislators and upheld by no less white courts which offer them preferential 
treatment in education and employment, a policy which by lowering expectations for 
black students, some black academics argue has done more harm than good for those 
they were intended to benefit. 

I say Manichean with justification. In December 2020, the (Democratic) Mayor of 
Boston ordered the pulling down of his city’s statue of Lincoln, who is holding his 
Emancipation decree in one hand, and of a liberated slave he is reaching across to with 
the other. (The statue and its message closely resemble the one outside the Trades Union 
Congress headquarter in London.) Despite the statue having stood since 1876 without 
anyone noticing anything amiss, yet again post Floyd, Mayor Marty Walsh said it had to 
be removed ‘because of its reductive [sic] representation of the black man’s [sic - only 
‘black men’? - this is surely ‘reductive’ of black women] role in the abolitionist 
movement.’ One commentator even described it, ludicrously, as ‘a monument to white 
supremacy’. As was said in the realm of Big Brother, ‘freedom is slavery’. US press 
reports described the former slave as ‘kneeling’ before Lincoln as if he was submitting to 
him like a slave, (videoed mass white knee-taking to standing blacks is a different matter 
entirely) whereas, with only one knee on the ground he is depicted rising. He is not 
looking down in submission but upwards in hope, as he rises. Otherwise, why the statue? 

What all the reports on this outrage failed to mention was that the Boston statue was 
an exact replica of the original by Thomas Ball, which stands in the Lincoln (sic) Park, 
Washington D.C. The Wikipedia entry, obviously not up to speed on critical race theory, 
shares my take on its message: ‘The ex-slave is depicted on one knee, about to stand up, 
with one fist clenched, shirtless, and broken shackles at the President’s feet.’ (Emphasis 
added) And whatever critical race historians might say, it was Lincoln more than anyone 
else, black or white, who by defeating the slavers of the south, had actually made it 
possible for him, like the rest of America’s emancipated slaves, to stand erect on his feet. 
But BLM history prevailed over truth, so down came the Boston statue, despite the 
certainty that without Lincoln’s waging war on the Confederacy, emancipation would 
have been delayed for decades and the former slave of the statue, freed by Lincoln’s 
decree, would still be on both his knees to his master. Who would have believed, before 
it happened, that the illegal killing of a black man by police in Minneapolis in 2020 
would posthumously enrol Abraham Lincoln in the ranks of the KKK? The lesson of 
this truly revolting episode is that no matter what white men like Lincoln did to further 
the cause of black advancement in the USA, and however well-intentioned _ their 
motives, it will never have been be enough, and in what they did do and whatever their 
motives for doing it, fatal flaws in their character and unforgivable faults in their deeds 
will always be found and used to discredit or cancel out their contributions to human 
progress. So after Boston, it should have been be next stop, Lincoln Park, then Mount 
Rushmore...but it would have needed dynamite...and finally, the erasing of the words 
inscribed on a Washington Capitol desecrated and vandalised by Trumpist insurgents: ‘In 
this temple as in the hearts of the people for whom he saved the union the memory of 
Abraham Lincoln is enshrined for ever’, perhaps cheered on or even assisted by 
Confederate-flag waving white supremacist Trumpists. 
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Following the murder of George Floyd, another historic fiction was concocted, 
again by Black Lives Matter. It is a totally different though no less instructive story. Just 
as there are no good whites so there are no bad blacks...excepting of course race-traitor 
‘coons’ and ‘Uncle Toms’ who disagree with this proposition, like Obama for example, 
and Coleman Hughes. Drug dealer and addict Floyd left behind him a trail of five 
children he was never a proper father to, and for much of his adult life, spent it as what 
one black commentator has described as a small-time career criminal, with a string of 
convictions and jail terms numbering eight in all. His last offence, for which, after a plea 
bargain, he received five years, was for his involvement in an armed house robbery in 
which he held a loaded gun against a woman’s stomach...hardly Oprah Winfrey’s ‘gentle 
giant’. He was not killed, like Lincoln and Martin Luther King, in or for a pursuit of a 
noble cause, but by four policemen, illegally though not deliberately, while (also 
illegally) resisting arrest after being apprehended for reportedly passing a forged 
banknote at a shop. Yet it is Floyd who acquired the status of semi-sainthood as an anti- 
racist martyr, and Lincoln the ignominy of a white supremacist, despite his being 
assassinated on April 14, 1865, by John Wilkes Booth, in revenge for the north’s victory 
over the slavers of the south. 

Like all worthwhile historic progress, as Marx said of the proletariat’s, those of 
America’s blacks can only and therefore must come ultimately from within, by their own 
efforts, and not via the begging bowl. And as it has in the past, it will continue to come, 
not overnight, but in stages. According to Marx’s schema, labours’ great advance had to 
await the victory of the bourgeoisie over feudalism, a struggle in which it could only 
play, like the blacks in the civil war against the Confederacy, a supplementary, 
subordinate role. As Lincoln’s great achievement was to abolish slavery (comparable to 
the European bourgeoisie’s overthrow of feudalism), so King’s a century later, by 
mobilizing impoverished, segregated and disenfranchised blacks, was to secure the legal 
and constitutional foundation necessary for their further advancement, with the 
enactment by Congress of the civil rights acts of 1964-5. 

What Obama was advocating in his Fathers’ Day speech was for blacks to build on 
that foundation by self-reform and enrichment of their own culture, not, as BLM does, by 
idealizing and justifying its most retrogressive features. To argue otherwise is to 
condemn millions of blacks to decades more self-ghettoisation, criminality, turf wars, 
drug addiction, and educational under-achievement, demeaning them as incapable of 
self-help by fostering instead a culture of dependency and victimhood that places their 
fates in the hands of an incurably racist white patriarchy. Because this is what, for all the 
white virtue signalling, iconoclasm, looting, vandalism, armed militia parading, pitched 
battles with the police and street violence, BLM policies and tactics amount to. 

To further compound the problem, many Democratic politicians, white as well as 
black, seeing blacks as voting fodder, would rather maintain their state of dependency 
than address such issues as those raised by Obama and black academics like Coleman 
Hughes, an outspoken critic of Black Lives Matter, and a registered Independent who 
votes Democrat. He, like Obama, has listed some of the ‘life style’ choices that he 
believes contribute to under-performance of many of the USA’s native blacks. One he 
has highlighted is that on average, black women spend more on cars, clothes and 
jewellery than do white women, and therefore have less to allocate to savings and 
cultural and educational items that will benefit their children. As these choices cannot 
plausibly be blamed on the white patriarchy or the police, but can only be altered by 
those who make them, critical race theorists like Mychel Smith either deny their 
significance, ignore them, or accuse those who do not of racism. Again, the same 
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Manicheanism: blacks as eternally innocent victims of wicked whites. Two black 
academics see the now de rigueur white (self) blaming as a perverse form of white 
paternalism, analysed by Jason Riley, in his book, Please Stop Helping Us, and Shelby 
Steel in his White Guilt. If we ignore the vacuous, non-evidenced flim flam, what critical 
race theory boils down to is not a solution to, but an alibi for black failure. 

And what of the UK police’s ‘systemic racism’, supposedly as endemic as that of the 
USA’s? How many BLM activists know that in the UK between 2010 and 2020, blacks 
were 25% less likely to die in custody than whites? That all fatalities caused by police 
shootings in the USA in 2019 numbered 1,004, in the UK, three, none of which were of 
blacks, and one, of a Muslim terrorist who had stabbed five people? That the number of 
US police officers killed ‘in the line of duty’ in 2020 was 296, while in the UK, it was 
one, again, by a Muslim terrorist? That the UK, except for Northern Ireland, is one of 17 
of the world’s 193 nations whose police, unlike in the USA, do not routinely carry 
firearms? Yet play-acting young white women, perhaps needing a buzz from a simulated 
sensation of danger as well as from signalling their virtue, were hysterically screeching 
‘don’t shoot’. (Indulging in the same fantasy, some young ‘street’ blacks in the UK refer 
to the police as ‘the feds’.) I could cite many more statistics than those above, all 
pointing to the same two conclusions, that US society is violent in ways that the UK, at 
least until Allah burst upon the scene, is not; and that the race issue in the USA has from 
its very beginnings, shaped its political life in ways that in the UK, at least until Black 
Lives Matter and the trans movement imposed their divisive agendas, was played by 
class. 

In the USA, more often than not, race and violence have worked in tandem so to 
speak, first against America’s indigenous peoples, then its imported slaves. In the eras of 
slavery and then Jim Crow, it was exclusively a matter of white violence, inflicted both 
by the state and civilians (as with the KKK) on blacks. Today, the statistics are telling a 
different story. Although police and (criminal) white on black violence - and we are 
talking here about lethal violence - continues, by far the greater proportion of blacks are 
killed by other blacks, annually around 90%. Bearing in mind that only 53% of 
homicides result in a conviction (compared to 80% in the UK) due in great measure to 
the ‘no snitching’ code in the black ‘hood’, we still only have a partial picture of the 
level of intra-black lethal violence in the USA. But what we do know is that it is on a 
scale about eight times worse than in predominately non-black neighbourhoods and 
‘communities. Yet the only killings of blacks BLM demonstrates against are those 
committed by (white) police. I have been advised by Paul Bridges of Amnesty 
International that statistics can be made to ‘prove almost anything’ (see below). In that 
case, I would like to see it demonstrated, without invoking ‘critical race theory’ 
objections to ‘white maths’, how the statistics I have cited can be made to prove that the 
black population of the USA is today the victim of ‘systemic’ white racist violence, as 
indeed it once was, including its legal enforcement, under slavery and Jim Crow. 

Although one might assume it from the slogans and activities of Black Lives Matter, 
Social Justice Warriors and Antifa, racism is not exclusively a preserve of whites. Not 
only ‘western’, but all societies have their racists, although to be sure, in widely varying 
proportions of their total populations, as do all races, though many self-proclaimed anti- 
racists deny this...itself a racist assumption, as if the brains of certain peoples are 
incapable of having racist thoughts. If so, how then explain the Turkish genocide of the 
Armenians, the Hutu ‘tribalcide’ of Tutsis in Rwanda, the Arab genocide of the black 
Darfuris in Sudan, and the eviscerating hatred of millions of Arabs for Jews, and of some 
Israeli Jews for Arabs? Yet for all that, we can read articles explicitly inspired by 


31 


‘critical race theory’, like Luke Visconti’s, headed by a huge Black Lives Matter banner, 
proclaiming that ‘black people can’t be racist’, and by ‘Marley K’, insisting that ‘all 
whites are racist’. Maybe one day far in the future, historians will be puzzling over how 
it came about that in the land of Yale, Harvard and Princeton, this racist nonsense 
became the new orthodoxy on countless US campuses. And that in the same land of the 
First Amendment, woe betided anyone, student or staff, who openly dissented from it. 

How is a ‘racist society’ to be defined? By a certain percentage of its population who 
are racists? If so, what should that percentage be? And how is to be measured, and by 
what criteria? What some regard as racism others might dismiss as nothing more than 
overly exuberant patriotism at international sporting contests, or simply a critical attitude 
towards certain aspects of a culture or cultures other their own. So here too, care must be 
taken to ensure we are talking about the same thing. I define racism as the belief that one 
racial group is biologically superior or inferior to another, mentally if not necessarily 
physically, and that this difference in abilities is genetically inherited, and not 
determined or transmitted by cultural or any other external factors. As for a racist 
society, such as the UK and the USA supposedly are, it could be and indeed has been 
defined, rightly in my opinion, on the basis of its racially discriminatory laws, as in Nazi 
Germany and Tsarist Russia against Jews, apartheid South Africa against all non-whites, 
and Jim Crow states in the USA against blacks. I stand to be corrected, but I believe that 
the UK has never had such laws as regards race, any more than on its soil it has legally 
allowed slavery, though until they were repealed in the 19" century, there were laws that 
discriminated against (non-Anglican) religious minorities and unbelievers. 

The issues so far as the UK is concerned are, firstly, what is racism and what causes 
it, next, having defined it, in what ways and to what extent does it manifest itself in 
public life (for example, in the justice system and policing, legislation, public services, 
health, education, employment etc) and finally, what proportion of the UK’s overall 
population, irrespective of their race, are afflicted with it. In the main body of this work, 
I have cited examples of surveys of attitudes towards the Jews, both in the UK and in 
continental Europe, that in each case provided results that with small variations, revealed 
that anti-Semitism was deeply embedded in each country investigated, to the order of 
around 30% of their populations. This is the kind of information that is needed if 
prejudicial attitudes towards and treatment of black and other racial minorities in the UK 
are to be tackled effectively. Otherwise, we will be fighting in the dark. (I note in passing 
that whereas in the UK, following the killing of George Floyd, BLM was able, in a 
matter of a few days, to mobilise thousands of demonstrators at locations across the 
country, the vast majority of whom were not black, two rallies outside Parliament called 
by the Campaign Against Anti-Semitism to protest against Labour Party anti-Semitism 
attracted at most two thousand supporters, most of whom were Jews. I leave to the reader 
to draw their own conclusions from these disparities.) 

I think that once equipped with these indispensable, though not in every case, easily 
ascertained facts, it should be possible to target and then reduce, if not eliminate, most 
overt manifestations of racism by a variety of means both legal and educational, though 
not by waging a racial and sexually divisive all-out war against a ‘cis white patriarchy’. 
The two entirely unsustainable assumptions those using this term make are that white 
women are not, or cannot be racist (though this is now denied by some black feminists), 
and that all heterosexual white males are. With respect to the latter claim, I would like 
those that believe this to be so to explain precisely how homosexual anal intercourse 
inoculates its practitioners against white patriarchal racism. 
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What today goes by the name of anti-racism can assume the most perverse guises, as 
in the extraordinary response of Cambridge University to Churchill (sic!) College 
Professor Priyamvada Gopal’s tweets that ‘white lives don’t matter’ and ‘abolish 
whiteness’. Defending her right to express her ‘lawful opinions’ on the race question 
(though what her ‘white’ students might have thought about them is another matter), her 
employers went further, seemingly endorsing her comments by promoting her. In the 
McCarthyite herdthink climate that had been generated by Black Lives Matter, any 
academic who dissented from her racist ‘lawful opinions’ and having the courage, some 
might say foolhardiness, to publicly say so, would have run the very real risk of 
themselves being accused of racism, to say nothing of all its attendant consequences, 
none of which would have involved promotion. 

A similar latitude was awarded Toronto BLM leader, the Muslim Yusra Khogali, 
who went even further down the same Orwellian road of racist anti-racism with her 
claim on Facebook that ‘white people are a genetic defect of blackness’, white skin being 
‘subhuman’, while blacks were ‘the strongest of all humans.’ Also more intelligent, 
because ‘black skin captures light and holds it in its memory bank mode, which reveals 
blackness converts light into knowledge.’ (Here we have an example of one of the fruits 
of anti-racist ‘official science’...black optics.) Imagine this being said about whites in 
ultra-woke Canada. The cuffs would on them in no time. 

An altogether different ‘take’ on the cerebral dimension of the race question was 
propounded by the US National Museum of African American History. It listed features 
of ‘white culture’ which, regrettably, had been ‘internalised’ by ‘people of colour’. 
Among them were, I quote: Self-reliance, independence and autonomy, in control of 
their own environment, Protestant work ethic, the nuclear family, father and mother, 
objective, rational linear thinking, hard work the key to success, plan for the future, 
follow rigid time schedules, (BLM speak for punctuality), decision making, must always 
do something about a situation. We are encouraged to infer from this catalogue of 
‘white’ characteristics that the current problems of the USA’s black population partly at 
least derived from their imbibing them, and that therefore all blacks would be well 
advised to cease doing so. Ironically, if they acted on this advice, they would confirm 
the stereotype white racists have always attributed to blacks: lazy, stupid, lacking 
initiative, fatalistic, unreliable, feckless, superstitious, profligate. 

It is no less ironic that race, once the monopoly of the far right, has displaced class as 
the prism through which, together with gender, the woke left sees and analyses the prime 
divisions in society. And yet, as it has always done, Hitler’s ‘racial awareness’, in a new, 
pseudo-radical guise, serves those who have a vested in obscuring the class cleavages 
and disparities that constitute the economic and social foundations of all capitalist 
societies. No wonder then that billionaire celebrities took BLM to their hearts, as did 
Wall Street, with its massive funding, compulsory ‘anti-racist’ training sessions for all 
staff, and fast track race and gender promotions to the board room. And yet on both left 
and right, this is what passes for ‘Marxism’, a Marxism’ that as the statistics prove, 
leaves intact the ever-widening and deepening gulf between haves and have nots in the 
western world, with currently, 716 multi-racial and gender US billionaires, second only 
to ‘communist’ China’s 1,113, and growing poverty among black and white working and 
middle-class men and women alike. But speak not about class, only race and gender. 

En passant. Writing in the MSNBC website on October 14, 2021, on the occasion of 
what would have been George Floyd’s 48" birthday, Ja’han Jones said he was ‘a martyr, 
and rightly so.” My Websters dictionary defines a martyr as ‘a person who suffers for his 
or her beliefs’. Wikipedia, while confining its definition to matters religious, says 
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essentially the same thing: ‘Someone that suffers persecution and death for advocating, 
renouncing or refusing to renounce or advocate a religious belief or cause.’ As of July 
2022, there were four statues of George Floyd in the USA, and two of Rev. Doctor 
Martin Luther King junior. Few if any would dispute that King conforms in every 
respect to the definitions of a martyr cited above, being assassinated by a fanatical racist, 
James Earl Gray, in Memphis on April 4, 1968, for his life-long dedication to the cause 
of justice and equality for America’s blacks. In what respect, then, can it be said that 
Floyd, who also died illegally, at the hands of four police officers in Minneapolis on May 
25, 2020. was also a martyr? True, both served jail time, King six times for violating Jim 
Crow race laws, and Floyd, five, for two drugs offences, criminal trespass, theft, and an 
attempted robbery in which he held a knife at a woman’s stomach. How did they spend 
their last hours? King flew to Memphis on April 3 to support black sanitation workers 
who were on strike for pay and working conditions equal with their white fellow 
workers. That same evening, King made his famous ‘I’ve been to the mountain’ speech, 
in which he referred to threats of assassination against him being made by ‘our sick 
white brothers’. The next evening, one of them struck at the hotel where he was staying. 

Floyd’s arrest, which he allegedly illegally resisted, and death, followed a report to the 
police by a shopkeeper that he had attempted to pass a fake bank note. No-one has 
claimed Floyd was killed for or because of his beliefs, about which we know little if 
anything. Neither do any of the three counts on which police officer Dereck Chauvin was 
convicted; third degree murder, second degree manslaughter and unintentional second- 
degree murder, say his killing was racially motivated or deliberate, though to be sure it 
could have been the first. In what sense, then, if any, was Floyd a martyr? And if, in 
defiance of all the evidence to the contrary, he is so judged to be, then why not also Tony 
Timpa and Mario Gonzalez, both of whom died as a result of being subjected to the same 
illegal police methods that killed George Floyd? 

To continue. Shortly after compiling the above statistics on crime in the USA, there 
appeared on December 7, 2021, an online posting by Zac Kriegman, a statistician who 
had just been fired by his employer, Thomson Reuters, for an (internal) posting critical 
of Black Lives Matter. I reproduce excepts below. The full text is now available online. 
My comments and supplementary data are in square brackets. 


I believe the Black Lives Matter movement arose out of a passionate desire to protect black 
people from racism and to move our whole society towards healing from a legacy of 
centuries of brutal oppression. Unfortunately, over the past few years I have grown more 
and more concerned about the damage that movement is doing to many low-income black 
communities. I have avidly followed the research on the movement and its impacts, which 
has led me, inexorably, to the conclusion that the claim at the heart of the movement, that 
the police more readily shoot black people, is false and likely responsible for thousands of 
black people being murdered in the most disadvantaged communities in the country... 

At BLM protests, and from BLM proponents, we have since heard that it's ‘open 
season’ for the police to kill black people, and those police are ‘hunting’ black people. 
According to the BLM website itself, ‘Black lives are systematically and intentionally 
targeted for demise’ by ‘state sanctioned violence against Black people.’ 

The only problem: it’s completely untrue. According to the Washington Post’s database 
of police shootings, over the last five years there have typically been between 30% and 
100% more unarmed whites killed by police than unarmed blacks. (It’s worth noting that in 
the vast majority of police shootings of both blacks and whites, police gunfire was justified 
in response to an armed and threatening suspect.) 

[Kriegman then addresses the claim that proportionate to their share of the population 
(12/13%), blacks are more likely to be shot by the police than whites.] Police are not 
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supposed to distribute lethal force randomly [i.e., evenly] throughout the population in 
order to ensure equal application to each racial group. [This would necessitate police not 
engaging in confrontations with blacks who are acting illegally, shooting whites who are 
not, or a combination of both.] Instead, police are supposed to use lethal force only in 
response to threats of serious violence during encounters with criminal suspects... 
[Therefore] the correct benchmark for measuring bias in police use of lethal force is the 
number of high-risk encounters for each group, and not the population of each group. 

This is a critical distinction because there are definite reasons to believe that police have 
very different rates of high-risk encounters per member of different racial groups [as they do 
with males and females and certain age groups] for reasons related to entirely legitimate 
policing objectives. [all emphases in original] For instance, as the evidence in the following 
section demonstrates, on average, violent crime rates are dramatically higher in predominately 
black communities than they are in predominately white communities. This violence takes a 
severe toll on those communities, can traumatize residents, makes it virtually impossible for 
children to focus on school and academic success, and worse. Because, on average, there is so 
much greater violence in predominantly black neighbourhoods, in order to protect and defend 
the (mostly) black residents in those communities, police are disproportionately required to 
confront criminal suspects in those communities. [In an average year, around 90 % of black 
victims of homicide are killed by other blacks, and around 2%, nearly all of whom will have 
been armed, by police.] Therefore, we should expect there to be more encounters in those 
communities for the purpose of achieving entirely legitimate and laudable policing 
objectives...Therefore, if we want to investigate whether there is [racial] bias in the 
application of lethal force, we need to look at the rate of police shootings per potentially 
violent encounter with criminal suspects and not per member of a group’s overall population 
(most of whom are law-abiding, peaceful citizens). When you do so, the supposed anti-black 
bias disappears completely, and possibly, even reverses... 

Here the evidence is very clear. For instance, the Wall Street Journal reports that 
‘African-Americans make up 53% of known homicide offenders in the US and commit 
about 60% of robberies, though they are [only] 13% of the population. [other sources say 
12%] ...But, as referred to above, over the past five years, police have killed 39% more 
unarmed whites than blacks. There are many more whites killed by police, even though 
whites account for a similar absolute number of violent offenders. [Thus, the bias is against 
whites, not blacks. ] 

[Kriegman then refers to the work of Roland G. Fryer, a ‘star economist at Harvard 
University’.] Without doubt, he is one of the top researchers in the field of economics. He is 
also black, grew up poor, personally witnessed episodes of his peers being roughed up by 
the police and, initially at least, supported the BLM movement. He set out to lay the 
empirical foundations of the BLM movement by conducting a study exactly like that 
described above. In what he describes as ‘the most surprising result of my career’, his study 
‘didn’t find evidence for anti-black or anti—Hispanic disparity in police use of force across 
all shootings, and, if anything, found anti-white disparities when controlling for race- 
specific crime.’ [see above] ...Thus far, Fryer’s research finding that there was no [race] 
bias in shootings stands as the gold standard for investigating the question of police bias in 
use of force... [For this very reason, even though the author is black and has impeccable 
academic credentials, it is ignored by the Left, because it underpins the ‘wrong narrative’. ] 

In order to investigate whether one group of suspects is more likely to be shot than 
another in similar circumstances, you must know the number of such circumstances where 
nobody is shot, and this is what sets Roland Fryer’s study apart from all others. He had 
access not just to death reports, but to incident reports in general, including those where 
lethal force was not used. And he was able to code the specifics of the circumstances 
according to 290 variables. [sic!] This allowed him to calculate the rates that a given set of 
circumstances would lead to the use of lethal force for different groups. And the result 
clearly showed that there was no detectable bias towards shooting black suspects... 

[Kriegman then discussed the relationship between reported crimes and arrests for 
different racial groups, in relation to whether there was a racial bias in arrests.] The Justice 
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Department’s Bureau of Justice Statistics released a report looking into this question on a 
national scale. It found that ‘for non-fatal violent crimes that victims said were reported to 
police, whites accounted for 48% of all offenders and 46% of arrestees, Blacks accounted for 
35% of offenders and 33% of arrestees. Asians accounted for 2% of offenders and 1% of 
arrestees.’...In plain English, the number of arrests for violent crime is proportional to the 
number of violent crimes actually committed by each group. 

[Finally, the ‘Ferguson Effect’, the impact on policing and crime caused by public and 
media reactions to what is generally believed to be an illegal killing of a black citizen by 
police, so called after the killing by police of the black Michael Brown.in Fergusson, 
Missouri, in 2014. Police reportedly became reluctant to challenge black suspects, while 
thousands left the force. Nationwide, murder rates, mainly of blacks, rose from 4.5 per 
100,000 in 2014 to 5.4 per 100,000 in 2016. An even greater surge occurred after the killing 
of George Floyd in May 2020, with again, most victims as well as perpetrators being black. 
Initially sceptical, Fryer studied the impact of the ‘Ferguson Effect’? on black lives. 
Kriegman continues:] 

After an exhaustive statistical analysis, he [Fryer] concluded that not only was 
something like the Ferguson Effect real, but in just the five cities that he examined, it 
caused a staggering 900 excess murders and 34,000 felonies that would not have otherwise 
occurred, and it was expected to cause hundreds more murders in those cities in the 
following years. Extrapolated to other cities and time periods, these results suggested 
thousands of additional murders victims nationwide. 

In 2020, the theory was tested again when protests and riots swept across the country 
following George Floyd’s death while in police custody...as anti-police rhetoric and 
propaganda increased after Floyd’s death, once again, police reduced pro-active policing 
and murders spiked. [By around 30% nationwide, the greatest recorded increase in US 
history.] This time, even more than in 2016. One top expert in the field estimates that the 
result of de-policing [as distinct from ‘de-funding’] during June and July of 2020 alone 
resulted in an additional 1,520 murders. Crime rates are increasing only for a few specific 
categories — namely homicides and shootings. These categories are particularly responsive 
to reductions in pro-active policing. [Thus, we have ‘defund the police’ = more blacks 
killing blacks] The data also pinpoint the timing of the spikes to late May 2020, which 
corresponds with the death of George Floyd [on May 25] while in police custody in 
Minneapolis and subsequent anti-police protests, protests that likely led to declines in law 
enforcement, such as street stops and other forms of policing designed to prevent firearms 
crimes. 

[There then follows a graph which shows weekly homicides per 100,000 city population 
from January 2017 to October 2020. In April 2020, pre-Floyd, it was a little over 2 per 
100,000. By July, post Floyd, it was just under 8 per 100,000. Various studies of the Floyd or 
Minneapolis Effect have shown extra homicides ranging from 2,500 to 10,000. But even the 
pro-BLM CNN agrees that whatever the number, the effect is real. It can be charted 
graphically in the tragic case of Philadelphia, the city of brotherly love founded by the Quaker 
William Penn (thus Pennsylvania) but now, thanks to BLM, one of black fratricide waged 
amidst 44% of the city’s population. In 2014, homicides were at their lowest level since 1970, 
248. Then the Fergusson Effect kicked in, plateauing in 2018 at 353 and in 2019 at 356. Even 
though it only kicked in at the end of May 2020, by the end of that year, the Floyd Effect had 
raised the number of homicides even higher, to 499. In 2021, it reached 557, the highest ever, 
as did the number of female victims, 70. In that year, Philadelphia’s homicide rate was six 
times the national rate. Over the same period, as a result of BLM activism and political 
decisions by its supporters, police pulled out of predominately black, high crime 
neighbourhoods, with the inevitable and totally predictable consequence that as the number of 
police arrests declined, from 40,000 in 2019 to 24,000 in 2021, so at an almost identical rate, 
the number of murders rose. In the first three weeks of 2022, the lethal Floyd Effect was still 
working, with 38 homicides, an increase of 3% over the previous year in the same period. 
77% of the victims were black, and 14% younger than 18. All told, there were 125 victims of 
gun violence, an average of six per day. 
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Baltimore, with a population only one third of Philadelphia’s 1.5 million, still registered 
31 homicides in the first 25 days of 2022. All of those whose race was reported were black. 
Out of the total of 31, two were triple homicides and four double homicides...six multiple 
shootings in less than a month, in just one city little larger than Cardiff, whose Crown Court in 
an entire year, 2021, convicted just one man for murder. Like Fergusson, Baltimore had its 
own ‘effect’, beginning 2015, when six police officers were charged by state attorney Marilyn 
Mosby after the death in custody of Freddy Gray, a black suspect, on April 19 of that year. A 
local crime reporter described the reaction this produced amongst police officers: “What 
Mosby basically did was to send a message to the Baltimore Police department:” I’m going to 
put you into jail for making a bad arrest.” So, officers figured it out. “I can go to jail for 
making the wrong arrest, so I am not going to get out of my car to clear a corner”, and that’s 
exactly what happened post-Freddie Gray.’ Arrests fell from 40,000 in 2014 to 18,000 in 
2017, while homicides soared from 214 in 2014 to 344 in 2015 and then plateaued. So again, 
there is a clear (inverse) relation between arrest and homicide rates, just as there is an equally 
evident (positive) one between race and homicide rates. Baltimore is 62% black, and its 
homicide rate, at 57.1 per 100,000 in 2020, was seven times that of the USA as whole, at 7.8 
per 100,000. Cleveland Ohio is 49% black. In 2014, just prior to the death of Michael Brown, 
the murder rate was 16 per 100,000, already three times the national rate. By 2016, it had 
more than doubled, to 35 per 100,000. in 2021, it was 43 per 100.000 compared to the national 
rate of 7 per 100,000. Black child deaths by homicide were not immune from this pattern. 
According to Statista, ‘black children in the US as well as those between the ages 16 and 17 
were about 50% more likely to become the victim of homicide in 2020 than just two years 
earlier.’ 


Across the USA over the years, the percentage of blacks murdered by other blacks has not 
varied by more than one or two percentage points. The same is true of whites murdered by 
whites, a phenomenon that is by no means unique to the USA. Most killing is within ethnic 
groups, not across them, except when it comes to violence inspired by race hatred. The third 
column indicates the share of the total number of homicides that each year are perpetrated in 
the USA by blacks. This percentage also varies only slightly. Note that black on black homicide 
is significantly more common than it is for white on white. This means that proportionally, 
twice as many whites are murdered by blacks than blacks are by whites. Take a typical 
year...2019. In that year, of the 3299 white victims of homicide, 566 were murdered by blacks, 
17%, while in the same year, of the 2906 black victims of homicide, only 246 were killed by 
whites, 8.5%.... again, not the right ‘narrative’.(While these and other similar statistics are 
based on the two thirds of police authorities who report them to the FBI, they can be assumed 
to represent national trends.) 


Year White on white (%) Black on Black (%) Homicide (%) 


2010 82 89 49 
2011 83 92 50 
2012 84 91 49 
2013 83 90 52 
2014 79 90 51 
2015 82 89 51 
2016 82 90 53 
2017 80 88 53 
2018 81 89 53 
2019 79 89 51 


With blacks making up 12% of the US population, while accounting for let us say 52% 
of all homicides, and the rest of the US population, 88%, for the other 48 %, this leads to 
the following. With blacks over-represented by a factor of 4.3, and the rest of the US 
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population under-represented by a factor of 1.8, this means that a black person, who nine 
times out ten will be a male, is about eight times more likely to commit murder than a non- 
black person, with the likelihood being nine out of ten that a black murder’s victim or 
victims will also be black. Anyone who doubts the validity of these conclusions should 
check for themselves the on-line FBI data on which they are based. 

Let us pause for a moment and consider the following. According to records kept by the 
Tuskegee Institute, the number of black lynchings perpetrated by the Ku Klux Klan 
between 1882 and 1968 was 3446, an average of 40 per year. (The last recorded Klan 
lynching was in 1981.) Very few of those who acknowledge the crimes of America’s racist 
past are prepared to publicly state the terrible truth that blacks are now killing each other at 
a rate not of 40 a year, but of no less than 30 a day. And even if we take the lowest 
estimation of excess black murders due to the Fergusson and Minneapolis Effects, far more 
blacks have died as a result of BLM activism in the space of seven years than at the hands 
of the Klan over an entire century. Such are the ‘strange fruits’ of BLM anti-racism. Now 
Kriegman continues:] 


It’s worth taking a moment to put these numbers [of ‘excess’ homicides] in perspective: 


18 unarmed blacks [are] shot by the police annually; 

26 unarmed whites [are] shot by the police annually; 

2,500 at least, but possibly well over 10,000 additional murders - mostly black - as a result 
of the de-policing prompted by BLM falsehoods; 

8,000 blacks murdered by criminals annually. [In 2021, it reached 10,000] 


It would take roughly 140 years for police to shoot as many unarmed black people as 
have been murdered as a result of BLM falsehoods in just the past few years. But, the 
thousands of additional black murders are just the tip of the iceberg of devastation that 
BLM falsehoods have inflicted on black communities. For each victim murdered by 
criminals there are dozens of lives derailed; hundreds of children traumatized. Perhaps even 
greater than the deaths and trauma that result directly from BLM’s falsehoods is the damage 
done by drawing attention away from the real solutions to the approximately 8,000 black 
people murdered annually. The tragedy of the BLM movement is not just the additional 
murders and devastations to low-income black communities that its falsehoods have caused 
directly [looting, arson etc] but also how those falsehoods retard progress on tackling the 
violence that was already plaguing those communities before BLM came along. How could 
we possibly have gone so wrong’... 

The best explanation I can come up with for why a person (white, black or any other 
race) would support the BLM movement is ignorance of even the most rudimentary facts. 
[CRT advocates and BLM activists do not like facts, especially statistical ones like the 
above.] For example, support for BLM correlates very highly with being more liberal. [In 
the USA, this means ‘left wing’, often very far from liberal in the traditional sense] More 
than 50% believe law enforcement killed 1,000 or more unarmed [sic] black men in 2019. 
Nearly 8% believed they killed more than 10,000! [That is, 27 per day. Compare this 
estimate of unarmed blacks killed every day by police with the actual number of armed 
blacks killed by police every day, less than one. Whoever drew up this survey should have 
included the following question: ‘What is the source of your data on police killings?’] 
According to the [liberal] Washington Post, the real number of unarmed black men shot and 
killed by the police in 2019 was 11. That’s a difference of three orders of magnitude [a 
thousand times too high. Bear in mind that nearly all these wildly inaccurate estimates 
would have been made by highly educated people in positions of influence and even power, 
including politicians, academics, school teachers and journalists.] It is impossible to reason 
intelligently when your beliefs about the relevant facts are so completely divorced from 
reality. [as it is with flat earthers, geocentrists, creationists, Holocaust deniers and Covid 
conspiracists]. 
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I have cited only excerpts of this paper that relate directly to the subject under review 
— the dire, indeed lethal, consequences of critical race theory when translated into mass 
action on the streets and the decisions of politicians. Not for the first time in history, 
race-obsessed professors have the blood of thousands on their hands, only this time it is 
that of blacks, not Jews. A data base on US police shootings published by the 
Washington Post on February 9, 2022 showed that the per capita rate for police shootings 
of blacks in 2021 was a little over twice that for whites. It also showed that police shoot 
20 times more men than women. This latter statistic, which, like the shootings of blacks, 
varies only slightly each year, has never been attributed to police bias against men, the 
reason being that FBI crime statistics show that males are far more likely than females to 
engage in the kinds of crime that lead to fatal encounters with police. Annually, females 
commit around 25% of all violent crime, and 10% of homicides, while being around 
30% of all homicide victims. The same applies to age, also shown in the Post data base, 
with more than half of those shot by police being between 20 and 40. Below and above 
this age group, data show police shootings tapering off to zero, as do FBI rates of 
homicide for these same groups. Toddlers and geriatrics tend not to engage in violent 
crime, least of all murder. 

But when it comes to race, the data-based approach that is applied to age and gender, 
one that discounts deliberate or ‘institutional’ bias, and focuses on the incidence of 
criminal behaviour, is abandoned by those on the left who concern themselves with this 
subject. The fact - and it is a fact — that police are more than twice as likely to fatally 
shoot a black person than a white one is attributed nearly always mainly, if not solely to 
race bias, that as BLM puts it, police, including presumably black officers, who make up 
12% of the US police force, yet account for more than 12% of fatal police shootings of 
‘fellow’ blacks, are ‘hunting down’ innocent black men. However, employing the same 
criteria as in the cases of gender and age, namely the propensity of the group in question 
to commit violent crime, we have the following: Over the years, with very little variation 
either way, annual FBI data show blacks committing 50% of all homicides (see table 
above), and 37% of all violent crime. Therefore, just as was the case with males and 
those between the ages of 20 and 40, so also in this case for the same reason, though with 
regard to race and not age and sex, blacks are far more likely to be engaged in potentially 
lethal encounters with police than those of other races. Prior to 2021, the number of 
blacks killed by police annually averaged around 230, with all but a dozen or so being 
armed. Following the killing of George Floyd in May 2020 came another nationwide 
backlash against the police, who once again pulled back from urban black areas, handing 
over the streets to black criminal gangs, with the same results as before. Arrests fell, as 
did fatal police shootings of blacks, down to 195, while the number of recorded black 
homicide victims in 2020 soared (see above) to 9,913, compared to the 7,484 black 
homicide victims as recorded by the FBI for 2019, an increase of 32% And nearly all of 
this increase occurred in the less than six months after the killing of Floyd. 

However, neither number gives us the whole picture. Firstly, we have to bear in mind 
that while 9,913 is the number of reported homicides of blacks as recorded by Statista, 
unlike FBI homicide data, we are not given any information as to the racial identity of 
their killers. FBI homicide data for the year 2020 had not been released, so we have to 
make extrapolations from previous years, in which the percentage of blacks killed by 
other blacks was always around 90%. (See table above) This gives a little under 9,000 
blacks killed by other blacks. If we also take into account the impact of ‘no snitching’ on 
the homicide conviction rate of only 53%, this raises the number of blacks killed by 
other blacks to something in the region of 9,500. In 2021, there was a continued post- 
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Floyd surge in the percentage of homicides committed by blacks and black victims 
of homicides. FBI stats for that year, which as usual were only provided by two 
thirds of all police authorities, since there is no statuary duty to do so, recorded 7,868 
homicides by blacks -a large percentage leap from the usual 50% of all homicides 
- and 4,893 by whites, with 1,935 unknown. Black victims numbered 8,534, also a 
substantial percentage increase on previous years, and white, 5,486. (It should be 
pointed out again that while the conviction rate for homicide in the USA averages only 
53%, due in large part to black ‘no snitching’, in the UK it is around 80%.) 

Black on black crime impacts blacks in other ways than homicide. The post-Floyd 
surge in violent crime in predominately black neighbourhoods by so-called ‘super- 
gremlins’- particularly violent young black male criminals (see below) - also had its 
impact on ‘carjackings’, the perpetrators of which were mainly black, as were their 
victims. According to the National Crime Victimisation Survey conducted by the US 
department of justice, from 1993 to 2002, of an average of 38,000 carjacking occurring 
annually, 56% of its victims were black, mostly male. A 2017 study of carjacking in 
Detroit (77% black) revealed that in some parts of the city, it ‘had experienced a rate of 
carjacking that was 278 [!!!!] times higher than other locations.’ And this was pre-Floyd. 
More recently, and bearing out the impact of the ‘Floyd factor’, according to Wikipedia, 
Chicago (29% black, and its gang-infested South Side, 93% black), with already one of 
highest rates of carjacking in the USA, ‘began experiencing a surge in carjackings after 
2019 [sic], and at least 1,415 such crimes took place in the city in 2020...As of January 
2021, the rate was continuing to rise at an unprecedented rate.’ 

As crime statistics will confirm, anyone resisting their car being hijacked is risking 
their life, as their hijacker will always be armed (usually illegally). However, the main 
impact of hijacking on black lives is measured by the discrepancy between black deaths 
caused by ‘hit and run drivers’ and those of other victims of the same crime. In the five 
years from 2015 to 2019, the death rate for black victims of hit and runs was 4.0 per 
100,000 of the population, for the total population, 2.0 and for whites, 1.2. (For Asians, 
the most law-abiding of the USA’s ethnic groups, it was 0.7). It might be objected that 
being of victims, these stats tell us nothing about who is doing the killing. Not so. Itis a 
well-known demographic fact that most US ‘neighbourhoods’, especially ‘black’ ones, 
tend to be racially or ethnically homogenous (e.g., the Chicago South Side). It is also an 
established fact, one that police records would confirm, that most car accidents and 
hijackings occur in the same neighbourhood as that of the driver’s home. So, once again, 
blacks are killing blacks, not with illegal guns but with probably stolen cars 

Politicians and officials in Democrat-run cities are fully aware of all the above 
publicly available data, and no less of the scale of the black carnage their policies have 
facilitated, in particular with their ‘Bail Reform’, which enables suspects charged even 
with murder to be out on the streets within 24 hours of their arrest. But to acknowledge, 
discuss and confront this reality is taboo. A study by the Morbidity and Mortality 
Weekly Report of May 10, 2022, titled, Vital Signs: Changes in Firearm Homicide and 
Suicide Rates, United States, 2019-2020, highlighted the post-Floyd surge of homicides 
among young black males, at least 90% of which would have been black on black: ‘The 
largest increases in firearm homicide rates were among black males aged 10-24 (54.9 per 
100,000 to 77.3) and 25-44 years (66.5 to 90). There was also an increase in black 
female homicides: 10-24 (6.4 to 9.1) and 25-44 years (6.9 to 10).’ Bearing in mind that 
the national rate of homicide only increased from 4.6 to 6.1, this data is nothing short of 
a national tragedy, yet one that hardly anyone dare talk about for fear of being accused 
of racism, or at the very least, of diverting attention from the entirely false BLM 
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narrative of young black males being hunted down by white police. They are being 
hunted. down...but by those of an identical demographic. 

At the very heart of this crisis among America’s young black males (even back in 
2008 when they made up 18% of all US male youths, they were responsible for nearly 
60% of all youth homicides) is a cult of nihilistic, sadistic, predatory violence, which has 
reached a new degree of depravity with the rise of the so-called Super Gremlins; amoral, 
merciless gang killers celebrated by rappers in lyrics such as the following: 


‘Say you my nigga, I’m be your killer 
Nobody gon’ play with you when I’m with you.’ 


And 


‘Damn, my nigga, you trippen’ 

We could’ve been superstars 
Remember when we was jackin’ cars 
Now, it’s not safe for you 

You switched like a pussy, lil’ bitch.’ 


Rapping itself is a dangerous business. Every year, scores are murdered by rival gangs. 
Then there is ‘Demon Time’, defined in the Urban Dictionary as ‘any time of the night 
past 11 pm. A time of pure fuckery. When the fuck boys come out to play. People’s 
feelings are not taken into account.’ Or their lives, as here: 


‘Ha haha, demon time, nigga 
Yeah gang, uh, gang, gang, 

Give ‘em hell, brr bah 

I got bells, bah bah bah 

I got shells... 

Shoot a nigga up 

“Cause I ain’t worried ‘bout shit.’ 


But it is the police, so the narrative goes, who are waging war on America’s blacks. In 
recent years, to increase their body count, Super Gremlins have taken to murdering 
Chinese, seen as ‘soft’ targets. 2021 saw a 450% rise in the number of Chinese murdered 
in New York, un-protested, as one would expect by BLM and un-reported by the left 
media, partly because of who is killing them, but also because Chinese have been far too 
successful to ‘fit the narrative’ of an oppressed ethnic minority. Double standards also 
allow rappers to refer to blacks as ‘niggas’ without being accused of legitimising white 
racism, because it is public knowledge that no-one on the black ‘street’ uses terms 
devised for them by paternalist white academics, such as ‘Afro-American’ and more 
recently, the ridiculous ‘people of colour’, as if everybody else is colourless. 
(Throughout this work I have described black Americans as blacks, as do many 
American black academics and commentators, just as everybody describes white 
Americans as whites, and not ‘Euro-Americans’ or “people of no colour’.) 

Unlike those whose careers depends upon preserving its significance, I would much 
rather live in a world where skin colour has no more relevance than someone’s inside leg 
measurement or shoe size, a world where, if I can misquote Dr. King, a person is 
identified and treated as a unique individual, not as a member of a racial ‘community’, as 
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is the case today on both the far left and right. I truly believe the former is how the 
majority wishes it to be, and does so as best it can, despite all the pressures to behave 
otherwise, to be, as the CRT mantra has it, ‘racially aware’...like Nazis or the KKK for 
example. And contrary to what their anti-racist industries claim, having studied the 
relevant data, I simply do not believe that the USA and the UK are, when judged by any 
objective criteria, racist societies. The problem is that far too many have political, career 
and financial motives for sustaining the lie that they are - hence the invention of terms 
like ‘micro-aggression’, ‘triggers’, ‘systemic’ and ‘institutional’ racism and “unconscious 
racial bias’, and the manufacturing of fake hate crimes - racist graffiti, attacks and 
hoaxes a la Jussie Smollett, all designed to keep the wheels of the anti-racist industry 
turning as supply increasingly fails to match demand. 

The havoc and carnage wreaked within and on the black ‘community’, much of it by 
young black American males, many still in their mid-teens, is graphically measured in 
the statistics I have cited. They are just as readily accessible as those on police shootings, 
but are rarely if ever quoted in articles on the subject, even though they are no less 
essential for a proper understanding of the rate of police shootings of blacks as they are 
for the rates of police shootings of men and those aged between 20 and 40. The problem 
is, they do not ‘fit the narrative’, because blacks, at 12% of the US population, are over- 
represented as perpetrators of homicides by a factor of at least four, and of all violent 
crime, by one of three, while being, as the target of lethal police shootings, over- 
represented by a factor of only two. This points towards only one conclusion, however 
unpalatable for the politically correct. If there is a race bias in police shootings, it is not 
blacks who are its victims. A number of studies have established that for reasons which 
in the post-Floyd political climate should be self-evident, white and Latino police 
officers, who make up nearly 90% of the total force, are more likely to use deadly force 
against an armed white or Latino suspect than a black one. 

Similar claims have been made for a racial bias in the US prison population to those 
regarding the fatal shooting of blacks by police officers. They are also refuted by the 
same evidence. As already stated, at the very least, blacks are responsible for 50% of all 
US homicides, and for reasons I have argued above, probably substantially more. But let 
us stay with 50%. Blacks account on average for 37% of all violent crime, and if my 
surmise is correct about unsolved homicides also applies to other violent crimes, this 
percentage will also be somewhat higher. But again, let us stay with the FBI’s 37%. 
Assuming, contrary to leftist and black activist claims, that there is no significant racial 
bias against blacks in sentencing, we would expect the incarceration rate for blacks to 
approximate this percentage, and if there is indeed a racial bias against blacks in 
sentencing, to significantly exceed it. According to Pewresearch, as of 2017, the black 
incarceration rate was not 37%, but 33%. of the total US prison population. If we 
include incarcerated black drug offenders, around 40% of all black prisoners, this 
reduces from 33% to less than 20% of the US prison population those blacks 
incarcerated for violent crime, despite their having committed 37% of all US violent 
crime. That is the why the black violent crime rate of 37% rarely if ever finds its way on 
to the pages of leftist publications. Instead, they ignore all data on the black violent crime 
rate, and instead point to the over-representation of blacks in prison as proof of a racial 
bias in the justice system, as does for example Ashley Nellis in an article published in 
The Sentencing Project in October 2021, titled ‘The Colour of Justice: Racial and Ethnic 
Disparities in State Prison’. Nowhere in this lengthy article, replete with statistics on 
racial disparities in incarceration rates, is there so much as an allusion to, let along citing 
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of comparable data on racial disparities in crime rates, which renders his contribution to 
the subject at best worthless, and at worst, dishonest. 

His claim that blacks are discriminated against in the justice system rests upon a 
confusion, if indeed that is what it is, between the size of an ethnic/racial group and the 
level, nature and distribution of criminal behaviour within that group. He consequently 
finds evidence of racial bias in the incarceration rate of blacks in the disparity between 
the 33% share of black criminals in US prisons and the share of blacks in the US 
population, 12%, leaving entirely out of consideration the fact that blacks commit not 
12% of all US crime annually, but around 27%, and most crucially, 37% of all violent 
crime. The logic of his argument would, if implemented as a policy, lead to the creation 
of a woke prison utopia, based on the CRT principle of ‘equity’, where each ethnic/racial 
group in the USA will be ‘represented’ so to speak by exactly the same share of 
prisoners as its share of the total population of the USA, a kind of criminal proportional 
representation. Thus, the percentage of blacks in US prisons would be reduced from 33% 
to 12%, while those of other racial/ethnic groups with a crime rate below their share of 
the US population would increase, necessarily in both cases irrespective of their actual 
rates of crime. What sort of justice system would this be, in which punishment bears no 
relationship to crime? One wonders what world such academics live in. Do they not 
realise, as most ‘ordinary’ people do, that that due to a host of factors - historical, 
geographical, cultural, economic etc - the nature and rates of crime among the USA’s 
myriad racial/ethnic groups, does now, and will for the foreseeable future, vary 
enormously, and therefore by the same token, their comparative rates of incarceration. 
Whites are 75% of the US population, and in 2019 committed 69% of all crimes, and 
blacks, 12%, and 27% of all crimes. Like their crime rate, the highest incarceration rate 
is that of blacks, at 465 per 100,000 of the black population, more than 20 times the rate 
for Asians, who also have by far the lowest crime rate, ten times less than that of blacks. 
Coincidence? Race bias? If so, why not also for Asians? What more proof do we need of 
the causal relationship between crime and incarceration rates? 

Wikipedia, which unlike Nellis, has no ideological axe to grind, states the following 
in its entry on ‘Race and crime in the United States’: ‘According to the FBI, African- 
Americans accounted for 55% of all homicide offenders in 2019, with whites 41.1% and 
“Other” 3.0% in cases where the race was known...The per capita offending rate for 
African-Americans was roughly eight times [my emphasis] higher than that of whites 
and their victim rate was similar.’ How is it possible to argue that this enormous 
disparity in offending rates does (and it would seem, should) not have any bearing on the 
two groups’ rates of incarceration? As well as an ethnic/racial group’s overall crime rate, 
the distribution of criminal behaviour within the group will also affect its share of the 
total prison population. If crime is concentrated in a very small number of family-related, 
mature, experienced, full-time professional criminals, other things being equal, their 
ethnic/racial group’s share of the total prison population - even supposing they all get 
caught - will be significantly less than that of an ethnic/racial group with the same size 
population and level of crime, but with its criminals far more numerous, not concentrated 
in a few families but widely distributed among its population, mainly young and lacking 
in sophistication and therefore more likely to be apprehended. Mafia-era Chicago is a 
perfect example of the former (superbly portrayed in the Godfather movies), where 
highly organised, family-based, economically-motivated professional crime was 
concentrated in very few, mainly Sicilian hands, run as a ‘business’, with rivalries and 
violence kept to a minimum; and its diametric opposite in every way, black crime - 
unorganised, street gang-based, murder-oriented, unsophisticated, predatory, peer group, 
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not family related, diffuse, life-style obsessed, opportunist - a textbook example of the 
latter. Whereas a small number of Mafia families for decades effectively controlled the 
crime of entire cities with relatively few convictions, it today takes 60-odd black gangs 
with a combined active membership of 100,000 to exert a similar level of control over 
just the crime of Chicago’s South Side. 

In 2019, the total number of blacks in US jails was 452,000, 1.3 % of the total black 
population of the USA, and around 3.5 % of its adult male population, by far the largest 
criminal percentage of any ethnic/racial group in the USA. Even though a large 
proportion, some 40%, would have been serving sentences for drug offences and others 
again for other non-violent crimes, this still left a very large number of young, mainly 
part-time criminals, the majority of whom lacked even the most basic skills of their 
trade. But because they were so numerous, they were still able between them to account 
for 37% of all US violent crime. The fact that blacks accounted for only 30% of property 
crime again points to a low level of black criminal ‘productivity’, contrasting with white 
crime, where the difference was the reverse. The diffuse, ‘labour intensive’, ‘low tech’, 
or, less politely, primitive, lumpen, nature of black crime, focused especially on gang 
killing and drug dealing, goes a long way, unlike race bias, to explaining why blacks 
comprise 33% of the US prison population compared to their 12% of the US population. 
If black crime were to be conducted with anything like the proficiency of the Mafia’s, 
there is no doubt that the black share of the US prison population would be significantly 
reduced, while its share of crime might even, for the same reason, increase. As it is, but 
for the ‘no snitching’ code, which enables a large percentage of black murderers to avoid 
detection, conviction and imprisonment, its share of the prison population would be 
higher than its current 33%. (The ‘no snitching code’ is also in force among the UK’s 
black population. As we have seen, it led to the collapse of the trial of four black men 
accused of involvement in the near fatal shooting of BLM activist Sasha Johnson in May 
2021. None of the more than 30 black guests at the party where she was shot would 
testify as a witness to the crime.) 

With so many black criminals meeting early deaths, some still in their teens (of the 
approximately 9,000 murders committed by blacks in 2020, evidence suggests the 
majority of the victims were members of rival black gangs) is it any wonder that few 
survive long enough to acquire the skills and experience essential for a more respectable 
performance? FBI crime data for 2019 reveal this prevalence amongst black criminals to 
engage in low skill, violent crime, which is more likely to attract a prison sentence. Their 
highest shares of all US crime were 53% for robbery, 51% for homicide and 42% for 
weapon possession, compared with financial and property offences varying between 30 
and 36%, whereas for Asians, it was the reverse, 1% of homicides compared with fraud, 
1.5%, and embezzlement, 1.8%. These variations have nothing to do with differences of 
race per se. They are the product of different cultures. 

I find it quite extraordinary that an academic such as Nellis can produce a paper so 
flawed in its methodology that he excludes entirely from any consideration the main 
determinant - the nature and incidence of black crime - of the subject he is discussing, 
preferring instead to talk only about anti-black race bias, which undeniably still does 
exist, but as the relevant data show, does not have remotely the same impact on the black 
incarceration rate as does the rate of black crime. I suspect that this lacuna is due not so 
much to a lapse in scholarship as a lack of courage, because he must surely be no less 
aware of this data than I am. If so, it is an omission that does no service to those who in 
their vast majority are the victims of blacks crime...other blacks. 
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How times change. Who remembers now Barrack Obama reading the riot act to black 
men who fail to measure up to their parental responsibilities, with the result that black 
boys with no father are 20 times more likely to end up in jail than boys who have one? 
Or Denzel Washington’s warning that a black boy with no father at home will always 
find one on the street? Today, with at least 70% of black families fatherless and black 
teenage mothers on welfare spawning from a series of brief sexual liaisons children they 
can neither properly parent nor educate, Black Lives Matter, instead of waging war on 
the scourge of violent black crime, facilitates yet higher levels of lawlessness by 
demanding the abolition of the police, the release without bail conditions of violent 
crime suspects and the closing of prisons; legitimises crime by attributing all the 
problems of black communities to white racism and a supposed racial bias in the US’s 
laws, incites and even participates in violent crime, with looting, arson, vandalism, 
assaults on police officers and attacks on public buildings and synagogues; and in instead 
of condemning the failings of black fathers, endorses them by calling for an end to the 
nuclear family. With allies like this, who needs enemies? And from the Left...silence. 

The UK also has its intellectual and political cowards. Silence was also the order of 
the day not only on the Left but far beyond it when, following two days of Muslim 
protests at the school’s entrance, on March 26, 2021, a teacher at Batley (Yorkshire) 
Grammar School was suspended after showing a cartoon of Mohammed in a scheduled 
religious studies lesson on blasphemy. There was no adverse media comment when 
continued (all male) Muslim demonstrations outside the school led to the teacher’s 
suspension and the school’s closing early for the Easter holidays. Despite the tragic case 
of fellow school teacher Samuel Paty being still fresh in many minds, there was no 
public outrage or statements of sympathy by politicians when, after his suspension and 
fearing for his life, the Batley teacher, together with his wife and four children, had to 
leave his home for a secret accommodation under police protection after his name and 
address were publicised by a Muslim activist who, it just so happened, had previously 
received a donation of £3,000 towards his ‘Purpose of Life [sic] Charity’ (who says 
Muslims don’t have a sense of humour?) from the Kirklees branch of the far leftist- 
dominated National Education Union, the very same union to which the teacher 
belonged. As if to rub salt into his wounds, the teacher’s union was also one of the 
sponsors of the third of the succession of rallies held in London two months later in 
support of Hamas in its war against Israel. None of this could you make up. A year later, 
the teacher (together with his family) was still in hiding under police protection from 
death threats by devotees of the religion of peace, possibly facing the prospect of re- 
living the fate that befell Salman Rushdie. 

It was a devasting comment on the cowardice of the UK’s political leaders that it was 
a Muslim, Deputy Leader of Slough Council, Sabia Akram, who at great risk to herself, 
alone publicly extended the hand of solidarity to the besieged teacher, bravely tweeting 
‘Come to Slough. We welcome you and your family.’ (She of course received the usual 
Religion of Peace death threats) Why could not the Labour, Tory and Liberal Democrat 
candidates in the Batley and Spen by-election of June 1, together with their party leaders, 
display the same solidarity as a Muslim politician, who must have known that making 
such a courageous offer placed herself in danger? Their silence...and one suspects that it 
was by mutual agreement...suggested that they placed a higher value on the pursuit of 
Muslim votes than the defence of a teacher facing the prospect of sharing the same fate 
that befell Samuel Paty and the staff of Charlie Hebdo. 

The suspension, not to speak of the threat of assassination, of a trade unionist simply 
for doing his job, was of no concern to the ultra-Islamophile Socialist Workers (aka 
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Sharia Wahabi) Party. Instead, it took the side of his employers. Having previously 
agreed with his murderer that Paty’s showing a cartoon to his class was ‘rightly seen as 
an insult’ and claimed that France’s defence of its secularism was somehow proof that 
the country was ‘drenched in Islamophobia’, the party naturally endorsed the Batley 
teacher’s suspension and the Muslim protests. Its weekly, Socialist Worker, conflating, 
as Islamophiles always do, religion and race, claimed that ‘insulting the prophet is not 
freedom speech, it is racist abuse’.(Yet again, a religion becomes a race.) Sadly for the 
SWP, as was made clear in the House of Commons in a ruling on a similar case by 
Justice Minister Jonathen Djanogly in 2012, English law does not treat abuse, libel or 
slander of the dead as a crime, not even when their target, as it also was on that occasion, 
is Mohammed, just as Islam does not treat ‘insulting the prophet’ as racism, but as 
blasphemy, which merits only one penalty...death. 

Following the teacher’s suspension, one of the pupils in the class revealed that he had 
also shown cartoons of Donald Trump, Boris Johnson and the Pope. Had only these three 
been on display, we can be sure of two things. One, that he would not have been 
suspended and two, even if, hypothetically, he had been, the SWP would have been the 
most vociferous in his defence, arguing that unlike Mohammed, the Pope (not to speak 
of Trump and Johnson), as a white infidel, was fair game. (Proof of the former came 
when the Head announced that only cartoons of Mohammed would be no longer be used 
in future classes. Need I add that there were no Catholic or Tory demonstrations at the 
school gates?) 

What the SWP was in effect implying with its accusation of racism was that to 
protect the sensitivities of Muslims (and with gang rapists and wife-beaters especially in 
mind, we know how sensitive some Muslim men can be), infidel UK citizens should be 
subject to the same blasphemy laws that up till now, have only been applicable to 
Muslims and at that, only enforceable, at least officially, in countries ruled by Islamic 
law. Here, not for the first time, in its pursuit of the chimerical Muslim masses, the SWP 
found itself in company that in its now long past ‘orthodox’ Marxist years, with religion, 
including Islam, being ‘the opium of the people’, would have been unthinkable; namely, 
a Primate of the Church of England, Rowan Williams, who proposed that Islamic law be 
incorporated into English law, and the Third World-dominated United Nations Human 
Rights [sic] Council, which on several occasions had approved resolutions demanding 
that blasphemy should be made a crime in all the UN’s 193 member states. 

Like so many public figures, be they clerics, politicians or pundits of various 
persuasions, the Socialist Workers Party was ever-ready to say what freedom of speech 
was not, but never, what it was. The general consensus on the left today is that the kind 
of speech protected by the US First Amendment is somehow ‘right wing’, because it 
permits saying all sorts of things which can supposedly ‘give offence’. Quite rightly, a 
UK law makes it illegal to discriminate against anyone possessing one or more of nine 
‘protected characteristics’, one of which is religion. But free speech is not discrimination, 
it is the expression of an idea or an opinion. To make fun of, satirise, criticise or 
denigrate a religion is in no sense to discriminate against those who have, one must 
assume, freely chosen to believe in it. They are just free, if they so choose, to reply in 
kind. But many on the left think, and act, as if it is, as in the case of the Batley teacher, 
the Satanic Verses affair, and the Charlie Hebdo massacre. There was a time, now long 
past, when speech and press freedom were an integral part of the left/liberal agenda, 
beginning with the Enlightenment (Voltaire) and the French and American revolutions 
which it inspired, and then continuing with the English radical battles against clerical and 
Tory censorship (the Blasphemy and Stamp Acts) waged by the likes of Paine and 
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Shelly, followed by the Chartist, socialist and workers movements, advanced liberals of 
later years like J.S. Mill and Bradlaugh and yes, the founders of modern communism, 
Marx and Engels and their successors August Bebel, Karl Kautsky and Rosa Luxemburg 
(but not, after 1917, Lenin and Trotsky). 

Those days are long gone. UK Governments of both the left and right have for 
decades, beginning with Thatcher’s Public Order Act of 1986, been engaged in 
progressively restricting what can be publicly said about an ever-expanding number of 
important issues. And what is truly ironic is that none of these laws are today opposed by 
the far left, laws approved by the UK’s capitalist parliament and enforced by its capitalist 
police and law courts. In fact, the SWP’s (belated) hostile reaction to Salman Rushdie’s 
Satanic Verses, and to the Danish, French and Batley cartoon affairs, suggests that where 
Islam is concerned, these laws do not go far enough. (The one law affecting Muslims 
the SWP has said should be repealed is legalisation passed in 1985 and amended in 
2003 making female genital mutilation a criminal offence carrying a penalty of up to 14 
years’ imprisonment. But the SWP’s fear that the law would lead to the conviction of 
Muslim parents for this abominable crime have, with but one exception, thus far proved 
groundless.) 

Let me issue a challenge, not just to the SWP, but to all to those who favour, how ill 
and variously-defined, what goes by the name of ‘responsible’ free speech. Can they 
name one country, now or in the past, that has suffered in any way from what they regard 
as an excess of free speech? I can, however, name a good many that have suffered as a 
result of its suppression, including by regimes and movements that have the support of 
the SWP and its Corbynista and Stalinist comrades of the ‘Stop the War Coalition’. The 
record of history speaks for itself, even if the left is not listening: everywhere and 
always, censorship has served as the weapon of the rich and the powerful, be they 
Muslim or of any other faith or ideology, not of those whose voices of protest and 
rebellion it silences. 

In addition to finding the Batley teacher guilty of racism, the Socialist Worker also 
brought another charge against him no less flawed, what is known in the trade as 
‘punching down’. Applying the Chomsky principle that, unless it is Israel, the enemy is 
always ‘at home’ and also in this case, above, in heaven, it argued that ’there is a big 
difference between ridiculing the establishment-backed Church of England and mocking 
the beliefs of the poor and the oppressed’. The ‘poor and oppressed’ Wahabi Saudi royal 
family perhaps? Or the Sunni Gulf petro-sheikhs? Or the two Muslim billionaires who 
from the safety and sensuous pleasures of their Qatar exile, manage the affairs of the 
SWP’s favorite Jew-killing terrorist movement, Hamas? Or that intransigent foe of the 
‘Zionist entity’, Iran’s Shi’a ‘Supreme Leader’ Ayatollah Khamenei? This spiritual man 
of God disposes of the material assets of SETED, the ‘Headquarters for Executing the 
Order of the Imam’, valued in 2013 by Reuters at $95 billon, and consisting of holdings 
in land, industry, oil, farming and tele-communications. Another case of for the one, and 
precious little for nearly everyone else. This last item of the cleric’s portfolio paid the 
salaries of Comrades Corbyn (at £5,000 a time), Galloway and Livingstone, who took 
turns as presenters with a no less zealously anti-Zionist team of holocaust deniers and 
Jewish conspiracy theorists when they worked for Iran’s Press TV. 

As the SWP well knew, those Muslims who do fit the description of those it calls the 
‘poor and oppressed’ do not live in the UK or any other western country, but in Asia, the 
Middle East and Africa. There, they are indeed mostly poor and oppressed, because they 
live in failing Islamic societies, governed by an immensely rich, brutal, (they are 
responsible for nearly all the world’s recorded executions) corrupt - and also Muslim - 
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ruling class, one which cares nothing for their subjects’ welfare, let alone their freedoms. 
That is why millions of Muslims have risked their lives fleeing the miseries and lethal 
dangers of the realm of Allah to settle in the free, peaceful and prosperous lands of the 
despised kuffar, where they know they will not be oppressed, or killed in a fratricidal 
theological war, and where, if they are entitled to stay, they will enjoy exactly the same 
legal rights, women as well as men, as their infidel fellow citizens; the right to vote in 
free elections, stand for public office, attend universities, join free trade unions and have 
the opportunity not to stay poor. In fact, far from being in any way oppressed, save by 
their religion, UK Muslims, at least male ones, have been the beneficiaries of privileges 
not available to any other members of society. Legally, they are allowed to operate 
Sharia courts which, as a matter of principle, discriminate against women, and 
consequently make rulings that are contrary to UK law. Muslim men have also, with the 
connivance of those charged with enforcing the law, been allowed to break it, going 
unpunished for the genital mutilation of their daughters and becoming rich on the 
proceeds of the trafficking, pimping and raping of under-age girls. 

As for the Church of England being exclusively the church of the privileged, was it 
the three million-strong, mainly black Anglican church of Bishop Desmond Tutu that 
supported the white ‘establishment’ in the Apartheid era, or, until 1986, the all-white, 
segregationist Afrikaner Dutch Reformed Church? And contrary to what the SWP 
implies, only 33% of Anglicans live in the UK. 55%, 43 million, live in sub-Saharan 
Africa, most, the SWP will surely agree, being poor if not in every case oppressed. Few 
in the West realise, because much of the media and all but a few Christian clergy have 
chosen for obvious reasons to say nothing about it, in Africa and the Middle East, black 
and Arab Christians, among them Anglicans, have been and are still being murdered, 
kidnapped, raped and enslaved in their thousands by Muslim militias, each, as we have 
seen, endorsed, critically, of course, by the SWP. 

In May 2019, the normally Islam-friendly Guardian featured a report commissioned 
by the then Home Secretary Jeremy Hunt which had revealed that the proportion of 
Christians in the populations of the Middle East and north Africa had fallen over the last 
hundred or so years from 20% to 5%. As one would expect (this was the Guardian 
remember) nothing was said about the religious identity of those responsible for this 
catastrophic decline, which most certainly would not have been the case if their 
relationship had been the reverse. (For all its talk of ‘Islamophobia’, the Guardian, like 
the left generally, knows full well that in the west, Islam is not persecuted in any way, 
which, together with a higher Muslim birth rate and migration, helps to explain why it is 
the only religion experiencing growth in an increasingly secular western world.) Those 
Christians that remained in the two regions, said Hunt, were ‘some of the poorest people 
on the planet.’ So, not quite the picture conjured up by Socialist Worker to bolster its 
case for banning free speech about Islam. As for those Muslims protesting at the gates of 
Batley Grammar School, many of them being men, it was said, who were not parents but 
imported muscle, none of them looked remotely either poor or oppressed. On the 
contrary, they were doing the oppressing, getting a teacher suspended and exercising an 
Islamic veto over what could be taught to his school’s pupils. One might have thought 
that unlike the fanatically Islamophile far left, which has a particularly large theological 
axe to grind, all the UK’s party leaders would have shown at least a modicum of 
solidarity with this victim of Islamic intolerance, if not of the exemplary kind President 
Macron accorded Samuel Paty. But instead, there was silence. After all, there was the 
Muslim vote in the Batley by-election...19% of the total. One must always see the 
bigger picture. 
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A final thought on the subject of censorship. If the post-Corbyn Labour Party is to 
regain the lost support of its working-class voters, without which it cannot hope to win a 
general election, it will have to demonstrably cease to function as a vehicle for the self- 
serving identity politics and life-style fads and fancies of the censorious metropolitan 
middle classes who dominated the party in the Corbyn era. Like religion, and especially 
in a political party, they should remain a private matter. Together with other policies that 
have broad public support (one being a commitment to apply for re-admission to the EU, 
and two others, the secularisation of the UK’s education system on the lines adopted in 
France and the USA, and the abolition of fee-paying private schools) it needs to re-cast 
itself as the party of equality of opportunity (not ‘equity’) individual freedom and above 
all, of free expression in all its forms. This is by no means a secondary issue. A survey 
conducted in February 2021 suggested that something like half the UK population were 
‘afraid to speak their mind’ in the presence of a police officer. And this was in Boris 
Johnson’s post-Brexit ‘Mother of the Free’ in 2021, not Hitler’s Germany and Stalin’s 
Soviet Union in the late 1930s, or Kim Jong un’s North Korea and the Ayatollahs’ Iran 
today. 

As an integral part of this proposal, Labour should pledge that one of its first 
Parliamentary Acts on coming to power would be the repeal of all existing legislation 
(much, if not most, Tory) that is currently stifling free speech, to be replaced by an 
entrenched, that is to say, irremovable act, protecting it. This could also serve as a 
precedent for a badly needed fully-written constitution. Such an act should take as its 
model the free speech clause of the First Amendment to the US constitution, together 
with the exemptions, each of them on balance justifiable in my opinion, that have been 
added as a consequence of a number of Supreme Court rulings. (However, one ruling 
rejected a demand that so-called ‘hate speech’, illegal in the UK, should be added to this 
list.) Among the most important of these exemptions are speech integral to illegal 
conduct, ‘fighting words’, that is, speech that incites lawless action, and ‘true threats’ (in 
English law, comparable to “common assault’). Also correctly in my estimation, the 
Supreme Court ruled (like Kant) against the exercise of the so-called ‘hecklers’ veto’, 
which has been invoked in recent years by leftists who in the name of free speech, shout 
down speakers they disapprove of. 

Like many others who are deeply troubled by the progressive erosion of free 
expression in the UK, not to speak of the western world generally, I am convinced that 
such an act as the one I propose will have overwhelming public approval. As well as 
harming no-one (being ‘offended’ is not being harmed) and benefitting everyone 
(assuming that everyone wishes to speak freely...if some don’t, no one will make them) 
unlike most government legislation, free speech costs the tax payer nothing. In fact, it 
will free up much-needed resources in the policing and justice systems currently being 
used to suppress it, resources which can then be deployed to combat crimes that do cause 
genuine (bodily) harm, and that until recently, as a matter of policy, have been totally 
ignored, such as Muslim gang rape and FGM. (Let us not forget that it was fear of being 
accused of racism and ‘Islamophobia’ that greatly contributed to the failure to take action 
against both these barbaric crimes.) Such is the level of public concern over this issue 
that I do not rule out the possibility that free speech could help to sweep Labour to power 
if the party has the courage to make it the law of the land 

However, at the time of writing (July 2021,) all the signs are that under the party’s 
current leadership, no such courage will be forthcoming. On July 11, Labour announced 
that it would be voting against a government bill to prevent universities suppressing 
freedom of speech on their campuses. The party’s shadow education secretary called the 
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measure a ‘hate speech bill’, one that would give ‘Holocaust deniers, anti-vaxxers and 
people harmful to public interest the opportunity to sue their way to a platform at 
universities’. That was not the bill’s purpose, as the shadow minister knew full well. It 
contained no such provision. It did not, as was implied, give the right of any non-student 
to speak at a university and on a subject of their choosing...an absurdity. As well as 
protecting the free speech of students and teaching staff, it protected an already invited 
outside speaker from being ‘cancelled’. Opposition to the bill was also forthcoming, as 
one would expect, from the far-left dominated National Union of Students. 

As for ‘the public interest’ and topics that constitute ‘hate speech’, who will decide 
what they might be? It seems Labour intends that the decision will made by speech 
police before university societies have had the opportunity to decide this for themselves. 
Labour’s policy of ‘not in front of the students’ found itself at odds with two men of the 
left, John Milton and Karl Marx. His Areopagitica was Milton’s reply to an act by 
parliament under Charles I to license the press: ‘Nor is it to common people less than a 
reproach; for if we be so jealous over them, as we dare not trust them with an English 
pamphlet, what do we but censure them for a giddy, vicious and ungrounded people; in 
such a sick and weak estate of faith as to be able to take nothing down but through the 
pipe of a licenser.’ Two centuries later, Marx also waged a similar battle for a free press 
against another King who could not trust his subjects to read what they liked...William 
IV of Prussia. For those who advocated censorship, ‘true education consists in keeping a 
person swaddled in a cradle all his life, for as soon as he learns to walk, he also learns to 
fall, and it is only through falling that he learns to walk. But if we all remain children in 
swaddling clothes, who is to swaddle us? If we lie in a cradle, who is to cradle us? If we 
are all in jail, who will be the jail warden.’ Or as Aristotle famously asked, ‘who will 
guard the guardians?’ Keir Starmer? 

Certainly, as a former Director of Public Prosecutions, he has a sharp eye when it 
comes to speech crime. When Labour MP Rosie Duffield, acting on security advice after 
receiving threats for saying only women have a cervix (yes, that is the world we are now 
in) decided not to attend her party’s 2021 annual conference, instead of defending her 
right to say something that had been known to medical science for centuries, Starmer’s 
response was to say ‘it is something that should not be said’. Starmer delivered no such 
rebuke to the editors of the prestigious medical journal, The Lancet, when a matter of 
days later, in its issue of September 25, 2021, in deference to the trans lobby, the journal 
used the term “bodies with vaginas’ instead of women. Starmer dug himself even deeper 
into the woke hole in an LBC phone-in on March 28, 2022, when during a discussion 
about trans ‘women’ competing in women’s sporting events, he not only refused to take 
a position on the issue, but declined to say whether a women could have a penis, an 
extraordinary response, or rather lack of one, coming as it did from a former lawyer, 
barrister, Q.C., Director of Public Prosecutions and Head of the Crown Prosecutions 
Service, for whom in each office, evidence must be always paramount when 
judging the merits or otherwise of a case. In an interview with the Sunday Times on 
April 2 (not 1) 2023, Starmer vainly attempted to clarify his stance on gender, saying 
that ‘99’9% of women do not have a penis.’ That still leaves us with 35,000 ‘women’ in 
the UK who do. The difficulty legally trained leftists have with defining gender seems 
to be catching, because Biden’s nominee for the US Supreme Court, Ketanji Brown 
Jackson, when asked to provide a definition of a woman, was unable to do so. Back in 
the UK, in January 2022, there were press reports that staff at Bristol University were 
demanding the banning of the use of the word ‘maternity’, and that a feminist activist 
had been accused of ‘transphobia’ and investigated for saying that only women could 
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give birth. As one of the consequences of the new gender dispensation, male students 
claiming to be women had been given permission to use women’s facilities as the 
university’s swimming pool. In the same year, it was also reported that NHS staff were 
using the terms ‘chest feeding’ and ‘pregnant persons’, and asking men before being 
x-rayed if they were pregnant. All this and more was happening under a so-called 
Conservative government. What price Thomas Paine’s Age of Reason? 

Such lunacies, worthy of a Monty Python sketch, only occur because generations of 
university graduates in subjects with a social dimension have not been required to think 
rationally on the basis of evidence, but to conform to a prevailing ideology, the fruits of 
which we see in the examples cited above and elsewhere in this work. Hence Labour’s 
proposal to protect their undeveloped minds from ideas they might find distressing. 
Instead of paternalist mollycoddling, why not treat students as the adults they are, and let 
them debate and then make up their minds on the important questions of the day, 
however ‘hateful’ some might find them? And anyway, nobody will be compelled to 
attend the kind of events Labour wants to ban, and if they are properly conducted, those 
who do will have the opportunity to contest ideas they disagree with. That is how free 
speech in a democracy works, and how a university in a free society should function. 
Does Labour really think that history students are incapable of refuting lies about the 
Holocaust, or biology students, conspiracy theories about Covid19? If such subjects, and 
others no less controversial (the age of the universe, ‘critical race theory’, capital 
punishment, the Arab-Israeli conflict, assisted dying and transgenders in women’s sport 
are just a few of many) cannot be debated at university, where does Labour think they 
should be, if indeed at all? In view of the party’s reaction to the government bill, are we 
to assume that when (or if) Labour is returned to power, it will outlaw debates at 
universities on subjects it deems to be promoting ‘hate speech’? Typical of Labour’s 
quasi-official stance on the permissible limits of free speech was a posting I 
received in February 2023 from the pro-Labour Website Left Foot Forward, titled, 
‘Why do the Right hate everything good about Britain?’ In the course of its often 
well-founded criticism of the Right, the posting railed against a ‘threatening political 
obsession with culture wars and free speech’. Leaving aside the issue of ‘culture 
wars’, many of which, as have shown in this work, have been initiated and waged 
with demonic fanaticism by parts of the left, we have this extraordinary and indeed, 
sinister assertion that concern for free speech is an ‘obsession’ and one, moreover, 
that is shared only by the Right, and therefore to be opposed by the left. I replied to the 
author of this posting as follows: 


‘By opposing free speech in the name of “diversity” and “inclusion”, some on the Left 
have given ammunition to the Right, as you do here by calling it an ‘obsession’, 
whereas history has proved time and again that it is the life blood of a free and 
prosperous society, and its denial, an assault on the human spirit. I am far from being 
alone on the Left in advocating and practising the right to criticise ideas and policies 
one disagrees with, be they religious or secular, for example Islam’s treatment of 
women and hatred of Jews, or the consequences of Brexit for the UK economy [a 
dig at Starmer] and trans practices that impact on women’s rights. [Another dig at 
Starmer]’ 


Sadly, Labour has made a serious error of political judgment as well as of moral 
principle in supporting a policy best expressed in an Orwellian slogan chanted by leftist 
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mobs on US campuses to shout down speakers, they do not approve of... “Free Speech is 
hate speech.’ 
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